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NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  INSECTICIDE  ACT  OF  1910. 

[Given  pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910.] 

726.  Artnlteration  and  misbranding:  of  "  Mayhew's  Germicide."  U.S.  *  *  * 
v.  Mead  Li.  Mayhew.  Plea  of  grnilty.  Fine,  one  cent.  (I.  &  F.  No.  773. 
Dom.  No.  14567.) 

On  May  1, 1920.  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of  Illinois, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Mead  L.  Mayhew, 
Chicago.  111.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Insecticide 
Act  of  1910.  on  or  about  November  8,  1918,  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the 
State  of  Missouri  of  a  quantity  of  "Mayhew's  Germicide,"  which  was  an  adul- 
terated and  misbranded  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  said  act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  statements,  borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  cans  containing 
the  said  article,  to  wit,  "  Mayhew's  Germicide  is  absolutely  non-poisonous,  being 
made  exclusively  from  the  oils  of  pine  and  eucalyptus  "  purported  and  professed 
that  the  standard  and  quality  of  the  article  were  such  that  it  contained  and 
consisted  exclusively  of  pine  oil  and  eucalyptus  oil,  whereas  the  strength  and 
purity  of  the  said  article  fell  below  the  professed  standard  and  quality  under 
which  it  was  sold,  in  that  in  fact  and  in  truth  it  did  not  consist  exclusively  of 
pine  oil  and  eucalyptus  oil,  but  did  contain  and  partially  consist  of  other  sub- 
stances and  ingredients,  to  wit,  mineral  oil,  soap,  and  water. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statements,  to  wit,  "  May- 
hew's Germicide  keeps  the  rabbits,  cavies,  cats,  clogs  and  all  other  pets 
in  better  health  by  giving  off  oxygen  very  freely,  *  *  *  directions 
for  use : — '  Mayhew's  '  Liquid  Germicide  diluted  1  to  50  parts  of  water  should  be 
sprinkled  about  or  sprayed  on  floors,  walls  and  ceilings  of  buildings  after  each 
cleaning.  All  damp  places  in  hutches  should  be  covered  with  sawdust  well 
saturated  with  '  Mayhew's '  Germicide.  .  Dilution  1  to  50.  Tablespoonful  Germi- 
cide to  li  pints  water ;  quart  Germicide  12  Gallons," 

"Mayhew's  Germicide  is  not  only  a  real  germicide,  but  also  a  deodorant,  dis- 
infecting and  purifying  the  air.  *  *  *  Made  exclusively  from  the  oils  of 
pine  and  eucalyptus." 

borne  and  printed  on  each  of  the  said  labels  were  false  and  mislead- 
ing and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so 
as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that  the  said  statements  repre- 
sented that  the  article,  when  used  and  applied  in  the  proportion  and  in  the 
method  and  manner  as  directed  would  give  off  oxygen  and  would  disinfect  and 
purify  the  air  of  places  occupied  by  rabbits,  cavies,  cats,  dogs,  and  other  pets, 
and  that  it  may  made  exclusively  from  pine  oil  and  eucalyptus  oil.  whereas  in 
fact  and  in  truth  the  said  article  when  used  and  applied  in  the  proportion  and 

1  Free  distribution  will  be  limited  to  firms,  establishments,  and  journals  especially  con- 
cerned. Others  desiring  copies  may  obtain  them  from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.  C,  at  5  cents  each. 
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in  the  method  and  manner  as  directed  would  not  give  off  oxygen  and  would  not 
disinfect  and  purify  the  air  of  places  occupied  by  rabbits,  eavies,  oats,  dogs,  and 
Other  pets,  and  the  said  article  was  not  made  exclusively  from  pine  oil  and 
eucalyptus  oil.  but  did  contain  and  partially  consist  of  other  substances  and 
ingredients,  to  wit,  mineral  oil,  soap,  and  water. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  word  "  Quart  "  borne 
on  each  of  the  said  labels  represented  that  the  contents  of  each  of  the  said  cans 
were,  in  terms  of  measure,  one  quart  of  the  said  article,  whereas,  the  contents 
of  each  of  the  said  cans  were  not  correctly  stated  on  the  outside  of  each  of  the 
said  cans  in  that  t lie  said  contents  were  in  fact  and  in  truth  less  than  one  quart. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  consisted 
of  inert  substances  and  ingredients,  to  wit.  water  and  mineral  oil.  which  said 
inert  substances  and  ingredients  do  not  and  did  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel, 
or  mitigate  fungi,  to  wit,  pathogenic  and  putrefactive  bacteria,  and  the  name 
and  percentage  amounts  of  each  and  every  one  of  the  said  inert  ingredients  so 
present  therein  were  not  stated  plainly  and  correctly,  or  at  all.  on  each  or  any 
label  afhxed  to  each  or  any  of  the  cans  containing  the  article,  nor  in  lieu  of 
the  names  and  percentage  amounts  of  the  said  inert  ingredients  so  present 
therein  were  the  names  and  percentage  amounts  of  each  and  every  ingredient 
of  the  said  article  having  fungicidal  properties,  and  the  total  percentage  of 
the  said  inert  ingredients  so  present  therein  stated  plainly  and  correctly,  or 
at  all.  on  each  or  any  label  affixed  to  each  or  any  of  the  said  cans. 

On  March  30.  1921,  the  defendant  entered  a  plea  of  guilty  to  the  information 
and  on  July  I,  1921.  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  one  cent. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretnj  of  Agriculture. 

7-7 .  Adulteration  and  miNbranding  of  "  Smith's  Arsenate  of  Lead  Product* 
Dry  Powdered."  U.  S.  *  *  *  v.  The  Qlidden  Company,  a  corpora- 
tion. Plea  of  nolo  contendere.  Fine.  $50  and  costs.  (  I.  &  V .  No.  830. 
Dom.  No.  15208.) 

On  April  28,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  The  Glidden 
Company,  a  corporation.  Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  said  company  had 
sold,  under  a  guaranty  that  the  article  should  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
Insecticide  Act  of  1910,  a  quantity  of  M  Smith's  Arsenate  of  Lead  Products  Dry 
Powdered,"  which  was  a  misbranded  insecticide  within  the  meaning  of  said 
act.  and  that  on  or  about  January  25.  1919.  the  said  article,  in  the  identical 
condition  as  when  received,  was  shipped  by  the  purchaser  thereof  from  the 
State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  in  further  violation  of  the  said 
act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  the  statements,  regarding  the  article,  borne  on  each  of  ihe  labels  affixed 
to  each  of  the  cartons  containing  the  said  article,  to  wit. 

Active  Ingredients : 

Arsenate  of  Calcium  (not  less  than)  25.0% 

Total  Arsenic  (as  metallic)  (not  less  than)  17.8% 

Inert  Ingredients  (not  more  than)  25.0% 

purported  am!  professed  that  the  standard  and  quality  of  the  said  article  were 
such  that  it  contained  arsenate  of  calcium  in  a  proportion  not  less  than  25 
per  centum,  that  it  contained  total  arsenic,  equivalent  to  ami  expressed  as  per 
centum  of  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  not  less  than  17. s  per  centum,  and 
that  it  contained  inert  Ingredients,  that  is  to  sa\.  substances  or  ingredients 
which  do  not  and  did  not  prevent,  destroy.  rejH»l,  or  mitigate  i  nsect  s,  in  a  pro- 
portion not  more  than  25  per  centum,  whereas,  the  strength  and  purity  of  the 
Said  article  fell  below  the  said  professed  standard  and  quality  under  Which  it 
was  sold  in  that,  in  fact  and  in  truth  it  contained  arsenate  of  calcium  in  a 
proportion  less  than  25  per  centum,  arsenic,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  per 
centum  of  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  le^s  than  17. S  per  centum  and  inert 
ingredients  in  a  proportion  greater  than  25  per  centum. 

Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statements,  to  wit. 

•'This  material  is  especially  manufactured  for  the  efficient  killing  of  all 
leaf,  bud  and  fruit  chewing  insects  that  infest  fruit  and  shade  trees  and 
garden  crops.  It  may  be  used  either  as  a  wet  spray  or  as  a  dry  dust.  If  the 
latter  method   is  adopted   the  material   may   he  used  as   it   eotnes  from  the 
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package.  When  used  as  a  wet  spray,  pour  the  water  into  the  mixing  tank: 
first,  then  add  the  powder,  and  stir  thoroughly.  For  ordinary  treatment  of 
the  usual  insect  pests  use  2  to  4  pounds  of  the  insecticide  to  50  gallons  of 
water,  spraying  as  frequently  as  may  be  necessary.  These  directions  are  neces- 
sarily general  and  do  not  apply  in  all  climates  and  localities." 
borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels,  represented  that  the  said  article  was  intended 
to  be  used  on  all  kinds  of  fruit  trees  in  the  strength  and  proportion  and  in  the 
method  and  manner  as  directed  by  the  said  statements,  whereas  the  said  article, 
when  prepared  and  when  used  and  applied  to  certain  kinds  of  fruit  trees,  to 
wit,  the  peach  and  the  Japanese  plum,  in  the  strength  and  proportion  and  in 
the  method  and  manner  as  directed  by  said  statements,  would  cause  injury 
to  the  said  fruit  trees. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  above  quoted  statements 
borne  and  printed  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  cartons  contain- 
ing the  said  article  were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  thereof  the  said 
article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser 
in  that  the  said  statements  represented  that  the  article  contained  arsenate  of 
calcium  in  a  proportion  not  less  than  25  per  centum,  and  that  it  contained 
total  arsenic  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic  in  a  proportion 
not  less  than  17.8  per  centum,  and  that  when  prepared,  used,  and  applied  in 
the  strength  and  proportion  and  in  the  method  and  manner  as  directed  by  the 
said  statements  the  said  article  would  be  efficient  for  killing  all  leaf-chewing,, 
all  bud-chewing,  and  all  fruit-chewing  insects,  and  all  usual  insect  pests  that 
infest  fruit  trees,  shade  trees,  or  garden  crops,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth  the 
said  article  contained  arsenate  of  calcium  in  a  proportion  less  than  25  per 
centum,  and  total  arsenic,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in 
a  proportion  less  than  17.8  per  centum,  and  the  said  article,  when  prepared, 
used,  and  applied  in  the  strength  and  proportion  and  in  the  method  and  man- 
ner as  directed  by  the  said  statements,  would  not  be  efficient  for  killing  all  leaf- 
chewing,  all  bud-chewing,  or  all  fruit-chewing  insects,  or  all  usual  insect  pests 
that  infest  fruit  trees,  shade  trees,  or  garden  crops. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  said  article  con- 
tained arsenic  in  combinations  thereof  and  the  total  amount  of  the  said 
arsenic  so  present  therein  was  not  stated  correctly,  expressed  as  per  centum 
of  metallic  arsenic,  on  each  or  any  label  on  or  affixed  to  each  or  any  of  the 
said  cartons  containing  the  article.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further 
reason  that  the  said  article  consisted  partially  of  inert  substances,  to  wit, 
substances  other  than  lead  arsenate  and  calcium  arsenate,  which  said  inert 
substances  and  ingredients  do  not  and  did  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  miti- 
gate insects,  and  the  names  and  percentage  amounts  of  each  and  every  one 
of  the  said  inert  ingredients  were  not  stated  plainly  and  correctly  on  each 
or  any  label  borne  on  or  affixed  to  each  or  any  of  the  said  cartons,  nor  in  lieu 
of  the  names  and  percentage  amounts  of  the  said  inert  ingredients  were  the 
names  and  percentage  amounts  of  each  ard  every  ingredient  of  the  said  article 
having  insecticidal  properties,  and  the  total  percentage  of  the  said  inert  ingre- 
dients so  present  therein  stated  plainly  and  correctly  on  each  or  any  label 
borne  on  or  affixed  to  each  or  any  of  the  said  cartons. 

On  September  17,  1920,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the  information  was 
entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  company  and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50 
and  costs. 

C.  W.  Ptjgsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

728.  Adulteration  and  misbranding-  of  "  Glidden  Dry  Powdered  Bon] o- 
Arsenate."  U.  S.  *  *  *  v.  The  Glidden  Company.  Plea  of  nolo 
contendere.    Fine,  $50  and  costs.     (I.  &  F.  No.  849.    Dom.  No.  14576.) 

On  April  10,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  The 
Glidden  Company,  a  corporation,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
company,  in  violation  of  the  Insecticide  Act  .of  3910,  on  or  about  February  3, 
1919,  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  California,  of  a  quantity  of 
"  Glidden  Dry  Powdered  Bordo-Arsenate,"  which  was  an  adulterated  and  mis- 
branded  insecticide  and  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  said  act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  the  statement  regarding  the  article,  borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed 
to  the  cartons  containing  the  said  article,  to  wit*  "Active  Ingredients  Copper 
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fCu)  (not  less  than)  11.0%,"  purported  and  professed  that  the  standard  and 
quality  of  the  said  article  were  such  that  it  contained  copper  in  a  proportion 
not  less  than  11  per  centum,  whereas  the  strength  and  purity  of  the  said  arti- 
cle fell  below  the  said  professed  standard  and  quality  under  which  it  was 
sold  in  that  in  fact  and  in  truth  it  contained  copper  In  a  proportion  less  than  11 
per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  above-quoted  statement  re- 
garding the  article,  borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels,  was  false  and  misleading 
and.  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive 
and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  it  represented  that  the  article  contained 
copper  in  a  proportion  not  less  than  11  per  centum,  whereas  in  truth  and  in 
fact  it  did  contain  copper  in  a  proportion  less  than  11  per  centum. 

On  September  17.  1920,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the  informal  ion  was 
entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  company  and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of 
850  and  costs. 

C.  W.  Ptjgsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

7iiJ).  Adulteration  and  misbranding;  of  "  Smith's  Arsenate  of  Lead  Prodnetw 
Dry  Powdered."  U.  S.  *  *  *  v.  The  Glidden  C  ompany.  Plea  of 
nolo  eontendere.  Fine,  Jj?."*0  and  costs.  (I.  &  F.  No.  851.  Dom.  No. 
15040.) 

On  or  about  May  22.  1920.  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  Dis- 
trict of  Ohio,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Glidden  Company,  a  corporation,  Cleveland.  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  said  com- 
pany had  sold,  under  a  guaranty  that  the  article  should  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910.  a  quantity  of  "Smith's  Dry  Powdered  Arsenate  of 
Lead  Products."  which  was  an  adulterated  and  misbranded  insecticide  within 
the  meaning  of  said  act.  and  that  on  or  about  February  1.  1919.  the  said  article, 
in  the  identical  condition  as  when  received,  was  shipped  by  the  purchaser 
thereof,  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  Slate  of  Iowa  in  further  violation  of 
the  said  act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  statements  regarding  the  said  article  borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to 
each  of  the  cartons  containing  the  same,  to  wit.  "Active  Ingredients  Arsenate  of 
Calcium  (not  less  than)  25.07r,"  purported  and  professed  that  the  standard 
and  quality  of  the  said  article  were  such  that  it  contnined  arsenate  of  calcium 
in  a  proportion  not  less  than  25  per  centum,  whereas  the  strength  and  purity  of 
the  said  article  fell  below  the  said  professed  standard  and  quality  under  which 
it  was  sold  in  that  in  fact  and  in  truth  it  did  contain  arsenate  of  calcium  in  a 
proportion  less  than  2.1  per  centum.  Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  farther 
reason  that  the  statement,  regarding  the  said  article,  appearing  on  the  said 
labels,  to  wit.  "Smith's  Arsenate  of  Lead  Products — Dry  Powdered,"  pur- 
ported and  professed  that  the  said  article  was  arsenate  of  lead,  whereas  in  fact 
and  in  truth  it  was  not  arsenate  of  lead,  bid  certain  substances  other  than  Bp- 
senate  of  lead,  to  wit.  calcium  arsenate,  lime,  and  certain  other  compounds,  had 
been  substituted  in  part  for  arsenate  of  lead.  Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the 
further  reason  that  the  statements,  regarding  the  said  article,  to  wit. 

"This  material  is  especially  manufactured  for  the  efficient  Killing  of  all  leaf, 
bad  and  fruit  chewing  insects  thai  infest  fruit  and  shade  trees  and  garden 
crops.  Tt  may  be  used  either  ftS  a  wet  spray  or  as  a  dry  dust.  If  the  latter 
method  is  adopted,  the  material  may  be  used  just  as  it  comes  from  the  package. 
When  used  as  a  wet  spray,  pour  the  water  into  the  mixing  tank  first,  then  add 
the  powder  and  stir  thoroughly.     For  ordinary  treatment  of  the  usual  Insect 

pests  use  2  i<>  4  pounds  of  the  insecticide  i<>  50  gallons  of  water,  spraying  as 
frequently  as  may  be  necessary.   These  directions  are  necessarily  general  ami 

do  not  apply  in  all  climates  and  localities." 

borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels,  represented  that  the  said  article  was  intended 
to  be  used  on  all  kinds  of  fruit  trees  in  the  Strength  and  proportion  and  in  the 
method  and  manner  :i<  directed  thereby,  whereas  the  said  article,  when  pre- 
pared, used,  and  applied  to  certain  kinds  of  fruit  trees,  to  wit.  the  peach  and 
Japanese  plum,  in  the  Strength  and  proportion  and  in  the  method  and  manner 
as  directed  by  the  said  statements  would  cause  injury  to  the  Sflid  fruit  trees. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statements  regarding  the 
said  article,  to  wit  ; 


Insecticide  40]  INSECTICIDE  AND  FUNGICIDE  BOARD.  931 

Smith's  Arsenate  of  Lead  Products — Dry  Powdered  *  *  *  Active  In- 
gredients : 

Arsenate  of  Lead  (not  less  than)  50.0% 

Arsenate  of  Calcium  (not  less  than)  25.0% 

*  *  *  *  * 

Total  Arsenic  Oxide  (not  less  than)  27.5% 

Arsenic  (as  metallic)  soluble  in  water  (not  more  than)  1.0% 


borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  cartons  containing  the  said 
article,  were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  of  the  said  statements  the 
article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser 
in  that  they  represented  that  the  said  article  consisted  of  arsenate  of  calcium 
in  a  proportion  not  less  than  25  per  centum  and  that  it  contained  arsenic, 
expressed  as  metallic  arsenic  soluble  in  water,  in  a  proportion  not  more  than 
one  per  centum,  whereas  in  truth  and  in  fact  it  did  consist  of  arsenate  of 
calcium  in  a  proportion  less  than  25  per  centum,  and  did  contain  arsenic, 
expressed  as  metallic  arsenic  soluble  in  water,  in  a  proportion  greater  than 
one  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  further  reason  that  certain 
statements  as  above  quoted,  regarding  the  article,  borne  on  each  of  the  said 
labels,  were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  was 
labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  they 
represented  that  the  article,  when  prepared,  used,  and  applied  in  the  strength 
and  proportion  and  in  the  method  and  manner  as  directed  thereby,  would  be 
efficient  for  killing  all  leaf-chewing,  all  bud-chewing,  and  all  fruit-chewing  in- 
sects, and  all  usual  insect  pests  that  infest  fruit  and  shade  trees  or  garden 
crops,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth  it  would  not. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statement,  to  witr 
"  Dry  Powdered  Arsenate  of  Lead  Products,"  borne  on  each  of  the  said  cartons 
and  on  each  of  the  shipping  case  scontaining  the  said  article  was  false  and 
misleading  and  by  reason  thereof  the  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to 
deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  the  said  statement  represented  that 
the  said  article  was  arsenate  of  lead,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  it  was  not 
arsenate  of  lead,  but  contained  in  addition  to  arsenate  of  led  certain  substances 
other  than  arsenate  of  lead,  to  wit,  calcium  arsenate,  lime,  and  certain  other 
compounds. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  said  article  con- 
sisted partially  of  inert  substances,  to  wit,  substances  other  than  lead  arsenate 
and  calcium  arsenate,  which  said  inert  substances  and  ingredients  do  not  and 
did  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects,  and  the  names  and  per- 
centage amounts  of  each  and  every  one  of  the  said  inert  ingredients  were 
not  stated  plainly  and  correctly  on  each  or  any  label  borne  on  or  affixed  to 
each  or  any  of  the  said  cartons,  nor  in  lieu  of  the  names  and  percentage 
amounts  of  the  said  inert  ingredients,  were  the  names  and  percentage  amounts 
of  each  and  every  ingredient  of  the  said  article  having  insecticidal  properties, 
and  the  total  percentage  of  the  said  inert  ingredients  so  present  therein, 
stated  plainly  and  correctly  on  each  or  any  label  borne  on  each  or  any  of  the 
said  cartons. 

On  or  about  September  17,  1920,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the  informa- 
tion was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  company  and  the  court  imposed  a 
fine  of  $50  and  costs. 

C.  W.  Pugs  ley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

730.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  "  Glidden  Dry  Powdered  Arsenate 
of  Calcium."  U.  S.  *  *  *  v.  The  Glidden  Company.  Pleas  of  nolo 
contendere.  Fines,  $100  and  costs.  (I.  &  F.  Nos.  857,  858.  Dom,  Nos. 
14430,  14494.) 

On  May  22,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  northern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  reports  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  informations  against  the 
Glidden  Company,  a  corporation,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910,  on  or  about  March  19. 
and  March  25,  1919,  respectively,  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  States  of 
Oklahoma  and  Missouri,  respectively,  of  quantities  of  "  Glidden  Dry  Powdered 
Arsenate  of  Calcium  "  which  was  an  adulterated  and  misbranded  insecticide 
within  the  meaning  of  said  act. 
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Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  informations  for  the  reason 
that  the  statements  regarding  the  article  borne  and  printed  on  each  of  the 
labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  cartons  containing  the  said  article,  to  wit. 

Active  Ingredients  Calcium  Arsenate  (not  less  than)  78.0% 

Inert  Ingredients  (not  more  than)  22.0% 

Total  Arsenic  (as  metallic)  (not  less  than)  29.87c 

Arsenic  Oxide  (As;()5)  (not  less  than)  46.0% 

purported  and  professed  that  the  standard  and  quality  of  the  said  article 
were  such  that  it  contained  active  ingredients,  that  is  to  say,  substances  and 
ingredients  which  do  and  did  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects,  in 
a  proportion  not  less  than  78  per  centum,  that  it  contained  inert  ingredients, 
that  is  to  say.  substances  and  ingredients  which  do  not  and  did  not  prevent, 
destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects,  in  a  proportion  not  more  than  22  per 
centum,  and  that  it  contained  total  arsenic,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as 
per  centum  of  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  not  less  than  29.8  per 
centum,  and  arsenic  oxide  in  a  proportion  not  less  than  46  per  centum 
whereas,  the  strength  and  purity  of  the  said  article  fell  below  the  said 
professed  standard  and  quality  under  which  it  was  sold  in  that  it  contained 
active  ingredients  in  a  proportion  less  than  78  per  centum,  inert  ingredients 
in  a  proportion  more  than  22  per  centum,  total  arsenic  equivalent  to  and 
expressed  as  per  centum  of  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  less  than  29.8 
per  centum  and  arsenic  oxide  in  a  proportion  less  than  46  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  contained  arsenic 
in  a  combination  thereof,  and  the  total  amount  of  the  said  arsenic  so  present 
in  the  said  article  was  not  stated  correctly,  expressed  as  per  centum  of 
metallic  arsenic,  on  each  or  any  label  on,  or  affixed  to  each  or  any  of  the 
cartons  containing  the  said  article.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further 
reason  that  certain  statements  as  above  quoted,  regarding  the  article,  borne 
on  each  of  the  said  labels  were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  of  the 
said  statements  the  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and 
mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  they  represented  that  the  said  article  consisted 
of  active  ingredients,  that  is  to  say,  substances  and  ingredients  which  do 
and  did  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects,  in  a  proportion  not  less 
than  78  per  centum,  that  it  contained  inert  ingredients,  that  is  to  say.  sub- 
stances and  ingredients  which  do  not  and  did  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel, 
or  mitigate  insects,  in  a  proportion  not  more  than  22  per  centum,  and  that  it 
contained  arsenic  oxide  in  a  proportion  not  less  than  46  per  centum,  whereas 
in  fact  and  in  truth  the  said  article  did  contain  active  ingredients  in  a  pro- 
portion less  than  78  per  centum,  did  contain  inert  ingredients  in  a  pro- 
portion more  than  22  per  centum,  and  did  contain  arsenic  oxide  in  a  propor- 
tion less  than  46  per  centum.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason 
that  the  statement  regarding  the  article,  to  wit,  "Dry  Powdered  Arsenate  of 
Calcium,"  borne  on  the  said  labels,  was  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason 
thereof  the  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the 
purchaser  in  that  the  said  statement  represented  that  the  article  was  dry 
powdered  arsenate  of  calcium,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth,  it  was  not  but 
was  a  mixture  Of  dry  powdered  arsenate  of  calcium  and  other  substances. 

On  September  17.  1920.  pleas  of  nolo  contendere  to  the  informations  were 
entered  mi  behalf  of  the  defendant  company  and  the  court  imposed  fines  in 
the  aggregate  sum  of  $100.  with  costs. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

781.  Adulteration  ami  misbranding  of  "Glidden  Dry  Powdered  Arsenate 
of  Calcium.*'  U.S.  *  *  *  The  Glidden  Co.f  ■  corporation.  Plea 
Of  miilty.     Pine,  f*60  ami  costs.     il.  &  F.  No.  !>1-'..     Doni.  No.  I.VJoi.i 

On  September  23.  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Ohio,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  Tinted  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
The  Glidden  Company,  a  corporation,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleging  shipment  by 
said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910.  on  or  about  May 
nn9.  from  tbe  state  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  of  a  quantity 
of  "Glidden  Dry  Powdered  Arsenate  of  Calcium"  which  was  an  adulterated 
and  inisbranded  insecticide  within  the  meaning  of  said  act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  statements  borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  cartons  con- 
taining the  said  article,  to  wit: 
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Glidden  Dry  Powdered  Arsenate  of  Calcium.    Active  Ingredients. 

Calcium  Arsenate  (not  less  than)  78.0% 

Inert  Ingredients  (not  more  than)  22.0% 

Total  Arsenic  (as  metallic)  (not  less  than)  29.8% 

Arsenic  in  water  soluble  form  (as  metallic)    (not  more 

than)   1.0% 

purported  and  professed  that  the  standard  and  quality  of  the  said  article  were 
the  standard  and  quality  of  arsenate  of  calcium,  that  is  to  say  that  it  consisted 
wholly  of  arsenate  of  calcium,  and  that  it  contained  calcium  arsenate  in  a  pro- 
portion not  less  than  78  per  centum,  that  it  contained  inert  ingredients,  that 
it  to  say,  substances  which  do  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects,  in 
a  proportion  not  greater  than  22  per  centum,  and  that  it  contained  arsenic 
oxide  in  a  proportion  not  less  than  46  per  centum  and  arsenic,  equivalent  to 
and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  not  less  than  29.8  per  centum 
&nd  arsenic  in  water-soluble  form,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic 
arsenic,  in  a  proportion  not  greater  than  one  per  centum,  whereas  the  strength 
and  purity  of  the  said  article  fell  below  the  said  professed  standard  and  quality 
in  that  it  was  not  and  did  not  consist,  wholly  of  arsenate  of  calcium,  but  the 
said  article  was  a  mixture  of  arsenate  of  calcium,  arsenate  of  magnesium  and 
other  substances  and  compounds,  and  in  that  it  contained  calcium  arsenate  in  a 
proportion  less  than  78  per  centum,  inert  substances  in  a  proportion  greater 
than  22  per  centum,  arsenic  oxide  in  a  proportion  less  than  46  per  centum, 
arsenic,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  less 
than  29.8  per  centum,  and  arsenic  in  water-soluble  form,  equivalent  to  and 
expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  greater  than  one  per  centum. 

Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit, 

Glidden  Dry  Powdered  Arsenate  of  Calcium,"  borne  on  the  said  labels,  pur- 
ported and  professed  that  the  said  article  was  and  did  consist,  wholly  of  arse- 
nate of  calcium,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth  it  was  not  and  did  not  consist 
wholly  of  arsenate  of  calcium,  but  certain  substances,  to  wit,  arsenate  of  mag- 
nesium and  certain  other  substances  and  compounds  had  been  substituted  in 
part  for  the  said  article. 

Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  by  reason  of  certain 
statements  borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels,  to  wit, 

"  Glidden  Dry  Powdered  Arsenate  of  Calcium.  For  Spraying  and  Dusting 
*  *  *  Directions  for  use.  Potatoes,  tomatoes  and  truck  crops — Glidden  Dry 
Powdered  Arsenate  of  Calcium  can  be  highly  recommended  for  use  on  potatoes, 
tomatoes,  and  other  truck  crops.  From  1  to  1£  pounds  to  50  gallons  of  water 
will  be  effective  in  the  control  of  the  potato  bug  and  other  leaf-eating  in- 
sects. *  *  *  Apples,  Pears  and  Seed  Fruits — From  i  to  f  pounds  to  50 
gallons  of  water  will  give  splendid  results.  Shade  trees,  shrubbery,  etc. — 
From  1  to  2  pounds  to  50  gallons  of  water  will  effectively  control  most  leaf- 
eating  insects.  *  *  *  Dry  Powdered  Arsenate  of  Calcium  should  not  be 
used  on  peach  trees  and  other  stone  fruits.  Glidden  Dry  Powdered  Arsenate 
of  Calcium  can  be  used  just  as  it  comes  from  the  package  for  dry  dusting." 
the  article  was  intended  to  be  used  on  certain  vegetation,  to  wit,  all  truck 
crops,  all  kinds  of  fruit  trees  other  than  those  producing  stones  or  pits,  all 
kinds  of  shade  trees,  and  all  kinds  of  shrubbery,  in  the  strengths  and  propor- 
tions and  in  the  method  and  manner  as  directed  by  the  said  statements, 
whereas,  the  article  would  cause  injury  to  the  tender  foliage  of  certain  truck 
plants,  would  cause  injury  to  the  foliage  of  certain  kinds  of  fruit  trees  other 
than  those  which  produce  stones  or  pits,  and  would  cause  injury  to  the  foliage 
of  certain  kinds  of  shade  trees  and  certain  kinds,  of  shrubbery,  if  the  said 
article  were  used  and  applied  in  the  strengths  and  proportions  and  in  the 
method  and  manner  as  directed  by  the  said  statements. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  above  quoted  statements 
borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  cartons  containing  the  said 
article,  were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  was 
labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  they 
represented  that  the  article  was  and  did  consist,  wholly  of  arsenate  of  calcium, 
that  it  contained  calcium  arsenate  in  a  proportion  not  less  than  78  per  centum, 
that  it  contained  inert  ingredients,  that  is  to  say,  substances  which  do  not 
prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects,  in  a  proportion  not  greater  than  22 
per  centum,  that  it  contained  arsenic  oxide  in  a  proportion  not  less  than  46  per 
centum,  and  arsenic,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  pro- 
portion not  less  than  29.8  per  centum  and  that  it  contained   arsenic,  in  water- 
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soluble  form,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion 
not  greater  than  one  per  centum,  and  that  the  article  could  be  used  on  and 
applied  to  all  kinds  of  truck  plants,  in  the  strengths  and  proportions  and  in  the 
method  and  manner  as  directed  by  the  said  statements,  without  causing  injury 
to  such  plants,  and  that  when  used  on  and  applied  to  such  truck  plants,  it 
would  be  effective  against  all  leaf-eating  insects  that  attack  or  infest  such 
plants,  that  it  could  be  used  on  and  applied  to  all  kinds  of  fruit  trees  other 
than  those  that  produce  stones  or  pits,  all  kinds  of  shade  trees  and  all  kinds 
of  shrubbery,  in  the  strengths  and  proportions  and  in  the  method  and  manner  as 
directed  by  the  said  statements,  without  causing  injury  to  the  foliage  of  such 
fruit  trees,  shade  trees,  or  shrubbery,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth  the  said 
article  was  not,  and  did  not  consist,  wholly  of  arsenate  of  calcium,  but  it  was  a 
mixture  of  arsenate  of  calcium,  arsenate  of  magnesium  and  certain  other  sub- 
stances and  compounds,  it  did  contain  calcium  arsenate  in  a  proportion  less 
than  7S  per  centum,  did  contain  inert  ingredients  in  a  proportion  greater  than  22 
per  centum,  and  did  contain  arsenic  oxide'  in  a  proportion  less  than  46  per 
centum  and  arsenic,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  pro- 
portion less  than  29.S  per  centum  and  did  contain  arsenic  in  water-soluble  form 
in  a  proportion  greater  than  one  per  centum,  and  the  said  article,  when  used 
on  and  applied  to  certain  truck  plants,  in  the  strengths  and  proportions  and 
in  the  method  and  manner  as  directed  by  the  said  statements,  would  cause 
injury  to  the  tender  foliage  of  certain  truck  plants,  the  said  article  when  used 
and  applied  in  the  strengths  and  proportions  and  in  the  method  and  manner 
as  directed  would  not  be  effective  against  all  leaf-eating  insects  that  attack  or 
infest  truck  plants  and  when  used  on  and  applied  to  certain  kinds  of  fruit  trees 
other  than  those  that  produce  stones  or  pits,  certain  kinds  of  shade  trees,  and 
certain  kinds  of  shrubbery,  in  the  strengths  and  proportions  and  in  the  method 
and  manner  as  directed  by  the  said  statements  the  said  article  would  cause  in- 
jury to  the  foliage  of  such  fruit  trees,  shade  trees,  and  shrubbery. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  said  article  con- 
tained arsenic  in  combinations  thereof  and  in  water-soluble  form,  and  the  total 
amount  of  the  said  arsenic  so  present  or  the  amount  of  the  said  arsenic  in 
water-soluble  form  so  present  therein  was  not  correctly  stated,  expressed  as 
per  centum  of  metallic  arsenic,  on  each  or  any  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of 
the  cartons  containing  the  said  article. 

On  June  27,  1921.  a  plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company  and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $60  and  costs. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Adulteration  nml  misbranding  of  "  Niagara  C  alcium  Lraenate." 
U,  s.  *  *  *  v.  The  Glldden  Company.  Plea  of  grnilty.  Pine,  s»;i 
and  cotitN.     (I.  &  F.  No.  978.    Dom.  Nos.  15175,  15188.) 

On  March  26,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  I>i<tri<  :  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  tin-  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  The  Glidden 
Company,  a  corporation.  Cleveland.  Ohio,  alleging  shipment  by  said  company, 
in  violation  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910.  on  or  about  July  17  and  July  is. 

H)11>.  respectively,  fr        the  State  of  <>liio  into  the  Slate  of  Arkansas,  of  nuan- 

tities  of  "Niagara  Calcium  Arsenate,"  which  was  an  adulterated  and  mis- 
branded  insecticide  within  the  meaning  of  said  act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  statements  regarding  the  article,  to  wit. 

"  Niagara  Calcium  Arsenate,  Powdered    *    *    *    Directions  For  codling  motl 
and  the  smaller  external  chewing  insects,  use  from  1  to  1}  lbs.  to  50  gallons  01 
water.    For  potato  bugs  and  large  external  chewing  insects,  use  from  '1  to 
lbs.  to  ."()  gallons  of  water.    Caution — Do  not  use  on  the  foliage  of  stone  fruits 
and  on  other  plants  having  such  tender  foliage." 

borne  and  printed  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  drums  containing 
the  article,  represented  that  the  said  article  was  intended  for  use  on  vegetation, 
in  the  method  and  manner  and  in  the  strengths  and  proportions  :is  directed  by 
the  said  statements,  whereas  the  said  article  contained  a  substance,  to  wit. 
arsenic  in  water  soluble  forms,  which,  when  the  said  article  was  prepared  ami 
used  and  applied  on  certain  vegetation,  to  wit,  apple  trees,  pear  trees,  ami  bean 
plants,  in  the  method  and  manner  and  in  the  strengths  and  proportions  ifl 
directed  by  the  said  statements,  would  cause  injury  to  such  apple  trees.  pe&l 
trees,  and  bean  plants.    Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that 
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the  said  article  was  intended  to  be  used  on  vegetation,  to  wit,  the  cotton  plant, 
by  dusting  or  sprinkling  the  said  article  on  the  said  plant  in  order  to  destroy 
the  cotton-boll  weevil,  and  the  said  article  contained  a  substance  or  substances 
which  cause  injury  to  the  said  cotton  plant,  when  used  and  applied  thereon  in 
the  said  method  and  manner. 

Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statement,  regarding 
the  article,  to  wit,  "Arsenic  in  Water  Soluble  Forms  (Expressed  as  Metallic 
Arsenic)  1%  "  borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels,  represented  and  professed  that 
the  standard  and  quality  of  the  said  article  were  such  that  it  contained  arsenic 
in  water  soluble  forms,  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  of  not 
more  than  1  per  centum,  whereas,  the  purity  of  the  said  article  fell  below  the 
said  professed  standard  and  quality  under  which  it  was  sold,  in  that,  in  fact 
and  in  truth  it  contained  arsenic  in  water  soluble  forms,  expressed  as  metallic 
arsenic,  in  a  proportion  of  much  more  than  1  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  regarding  the 
article,  to  wit,  "Arsenic  in  Water  Soluble  Forms  (Expressed  as  Metallic  Ar- 
senic) 1%  "  borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels  was  false  and  misleading  and  by 
reason  thereof  the  said  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and 
mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  it  represented  that  the  article  contained  arsenic 
in  water  soluble  forms,  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  of  not 
more  than  one  per  centum,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  it  did  contain  arsenic 
in  water  soluble  forms,  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  of  much 
more  than  one  per  centum. 

On  June  27,  1921,  a  plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company  and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $64  and  costs. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

733.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  "  Glidden  Dry  Powdered  Bordo- 
Arsenate."  IT.  S.  *  *  *  v.  The  Glidden  Company.  Pleas  of  gnilty. 
Fines,  $60  and  costs.  (I.  &  F.  Nos.  983,  984,  985.  Dom.  Nos.  14900,  14909, 
15286.) 

On  March  26,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  informations  against  The 
Glidden  Company,  alleging  shipment  by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the 
Insecticide  Act  of  1910.  on  or  about  January  25,  March  22,  and  April  24,  1919, 
respectively,  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  States  of  Tennessee,  Connecticut, 
and  New  Jersey,  respectively,  of  quantities  of  "  Glidden  Dry  Powdered  Bordo- 
Arsenate."  which  was  an  adulterated  and  misbranded  insecticide  and  fungicide 
within  the  meaning  of  said  act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  informations  for  the  reason  that 
the  following  statements,  regarding  the  article,  bore  on  the  labels  affixed  to 
the  cartons  containing  the  said  article,  to  wit,  "Active  Ingredients — Copper 
(Cu)  (Not  less  than)  11.0%,"  with  respect  to  the  article  involved  in  all  three 
consignments  thereof,  together  with  the  additional  statements  borne  on  the 
said  labels,  regarding  the  article  involved  in  the  consignment  of  April  24,  1919. 
into  New  Jersey,  to  wit,  "Total  Arsenic  Oxide  (As205)  15.5%,  Total  Arsenic 
(as  metallic)  10.1%."  purported  and  professed  that  the  standard  and  quality 
of  the  said  article  were  such  that  it  contained  copper  in  combinations  thereof, 
equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  copper,  in  a  proportion  of  not  less  than 
11  per  centum,  and  that  the  article  involved  in  the  said  consignment  of  April 
24,  1919,  into  New  Jersey,  contained  total  arsenic  oxide  (As205)  in  the  propor- 
tion of  15.5  per  centum  and  that  it  contained  total  arsenic,  expressed  as  metal- 
lic, in  the  proportion  of  10.1  per  centum,  whereas  the  strength  and  purity  of 
the  said  article  fell  below  the  said  professed  standard  and  quality  under  which 
it  was  sold  in  that  in  fact  and  in  truth  it  contained  copper  in  combinations 
thereof,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  copper,  in  a  proportion  of  less 
than  11  per  centum,  and  the  said  consignment  of  April  24  into  New  Jersey  con- 
tained arsenic  oxide  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  15.5  per  centum  and  total 
arsenic,  expressed  as  metallic,  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  10.1  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  above  quoted  statements 
appearing  in  the  labels  of  the  article  involved  in  the  respective  consignments 
were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  of  the  said  statements  the  article  was 
labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that  they 
represented  that  the  article  contained  copper  in  combinations  thereof,  equiva- 
lent to  and  expressed  as  metallic  copper,  in  a  proportion  of  not  less  than  11 
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per  centum,  and  that  the  article  involved  in  the  consignment  of  April  24,  into 
New  Jersey,  contained  total  arsenic  oxide  (ASjO»)  in  the  proportion  of  15.5 
per  centum,  and  that  it  contained  total  arsenic  expressed  as  metallic,  in  the 
proportion  of  10.1  per  centum,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth  the  said  article 
did  contain  copper  in  combinations  thereof,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as 
metallic  copper,  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  11  per  centum,  and  the  article 
involved  in  the  said  consignment  of  April  24.  into  New  Jersey,  did  contain 
total  arsenic  oxide  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  15.5  per  centum  and  did  contain 
total  arsenic,  expressed  as  metallic,  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  10.1  per  centum. 

On  June  27,  1921,  pleas  of  guilty  to  the  information  were  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company  and  the  court  imposed  tines  in  the  aggregate  sum  of 
.$60,  with  costs. 

C.  W.  PucsstEY,  Actinfj  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

734.  Adulteration  and  inislirn ndin^  of  "  Smith's  Hexpo."     I".  S.     *      *     *  v. 

The  Glidden  Company,  a  corporation.     Plea   of  guilty.     Fine,  $96 

and  costs.     1 1.  &  F.  No.  91o.    Dom.  Xos.  14753,  1495S,  15207,  15211,  1530.°., 

15338,  14863.) 

On  April  20,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  The 
(Hidden  Company,  a  corporation,  alleging  shipment  by  said  company,  in  rhe 
name  of  H.  J.  Smith  &  Company.  Utica.  N.  Y.,  in  violation  of  the  Insectiside 
Act  of  1910,  from  the  State  of  Ohio,  on  or  about  January  3,  1919,  into  the  State 
of  Oregon,  on  or  about  January  17.  1919.  into  the  States  of  Florida  and  Penn- 
sylvania, respectively,  on  or  about  January  25  and  April  11,  1919.  respectively 
into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  on  or  about  February  19  and  March  5.  1919, 
respectively,  into  the  States  of  Massachusetts  and  New  Hampshire,  of  quan- 
tities of  "  Smith's  Hexpo,"  which  was  an  adulterated  and  misbranded  insecti- 
cide and  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  said  act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  involved  in  all  consignments  with  the  exception 
of  that  of  March  5  into  New  Hampshire  was  alleged  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  the  statement,  regarding  the  article  to  wit,  "Copper  (Cu) 
not  less  than  6.0%,"  borne  on  the  label  affixed  to  the  cartons  containing  ihe 
said  article,  purported  and  processed  that  the  standard  and  quality  thereof 
were  such  that  the  said  article  contained  copper  in  combination  or  combina- 
tions thereof,  expressed  as  metallic,  which  said  substance  is  effective  in  pre- 
venting, destroying,  repelling,  and  mitigating  fungi,  in  the  proportion  of  not 
less  than  6  per  centum,  whereas  the  strength  and  purity  of  the  said  article 
fell  below  the  said  professed  standard  and  quality  under  which  it  was  sold 
in  that  in  fact  and  in  truth  it  contained  copper  in  combination  or  combinations 
thereof;  expressed  as  metallic,  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  6  per  centum.  Adul- 
teration was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit.  "  Inert 
Ingredients  (not  more  than)  44.0%."  borne  on  the  labels  of  the  article  Involved 
in  the  consignment  of  .la unary  17  into  Pennsylvania  and  the  statement,  ro 
wit,  "Arsenate  of  Calcium  (not  less  than)  25.0%."  borne  on  the  labels  of  the 
article  involved  in  the  consignment  of  February  19  into  Massachusetts,  pur- 
ported and  professed  that  the  standard  and  quality  of  the  said  article  were 
such  that  the  former  contained  inert  ingredients,  that  is  to  say.  substances 
that  do  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects  or  fungi  in  the  pro- 
portion of  not  more  than  44  per  centum  and  that  the  latter  contained  arsenate 
of  calcium  in  the  proportion  of  not  less  than  25  per  centum,  whereas  the 
strength  and  purity  of  the  said  article  fell  below  the  said  professed  standard  and 
quality  under  which  it  was  sold  in  that  in  fact  and  in  truth  the  article  Involved 
in  the  consignment  of  January  17  into  Pennsylvania  did  contain  inert  Ingredi- 
ents in  a  proportion  of  more  than  44  per  centum  and  the  article  involved  in 

the  consignment  of  February  19  into  Massachusetts  did  contain  arsenate  of 
calcium  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  25  per  centum. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  involved  in  the  consignment  of  January  17  into 
Florida  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  intended  for  use  on 
vegetation,  and  the  said  article,  when  used  and  applied  in  the  method  and 
manner  and  in  the  strengths  and  proportions  as  directed  by  the  labels  affixed 
to  the  cartons  containing  the  same,  was  injurious  t«»  certain  of  the  vegetation 
mentioned  on  the  said  label,  to  wit.  pea<  h  trees.  Japanese  plnm  trees,  and  cer- 
ta  in  truck  crops. 
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Adulteration  of  the  article  involved  'in  the  consignments  of  January  3  into 
Oregon  and  of  March  5  into  New  Hampshire  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason 
that  certain  statements  regarding  the  article,  borne  on  each  of  the  labels 
affixed  to  the  cartons  containing  the  same,  to  wit, 

Arsenate  of  Calcium  (not  less  than)  25.0% 

Total  Arsenic  Oxide  (not  less  than)  19.7% 

Arsenic  (as  metallic)  (not  less  than)  12.9% 

Inert  Ingredients  (not  more  than)  44.0% 

together  with  certain  additional  statements  appearing  on  the  labels  of  a  portion 
of  the  cartons  in  the  former  consignment,  to  wit, 

Arsenate  of  Lead  (not  less  than)  25.0% 

Copper  (Cu)    (not  less  than)   6.0% 

purported  and  professed  that  the  standard  and  quality  of  the  said  article 
were  such  that  it  contained  arsenic  oxide  in  the  proportion  of  not  less  than 
19.7  per  centum,  that  it  contained  arsenic,  expressed  as  metallic,  in  the  pro- 
portion of  not  less  than  12.9  per  centum,  and  that  a  certain  portion  thereof 
contained  arsenate  of  calcium  in  the  proportion  of  not  less  than  25  per  centum, 
and  that  the  remainder  thereof  contained  arsenate  of  lead  in  the  proportion 
of  not  less  than  25  per  centum  and  copper  in  combination  or  combinations 
thereof,  expressed  as  metallic,  in  the  proportion  of  not  less  than  6  per  centum, 
which  said  substances  are  effective  in  preventing,  destroying,  repelling,  and 
mitigating  insects  or  fungi,  and  that  it  contained  inert  ingredients,  that  is 
to  say,  substances  that  do  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects  or 
fungi  in  the  proportion  of  not  more  than  44  per  centum,  whereas  the  strength 
and  purity  of  the  said  article  fell  below  the  said  professed  standard  and 
quality  under  which  it  was  sold,  in  that  in  fact  and  in  truth  the  said  article 
contained  arsenic  oxide  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  19.7  per  centum,  did  con- 
tain arsenic,  expressed  as  metallic,  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  12.9  per  centum, 
did  contain  inert  ingredients  in  a  proportion  of  more  than  44  per  centum, 
and  a  certain  portion  thereof  did  contain  arsenate  of  calcium  in  a  propor- 
tion of  less  than  25  per  centum  and  the  remainder  thereof  did  contain  ar- 
senate of  lead  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  25  per  centum  and  did  contain 
copper  in  combination  or  combinations  thereof,  expressed  as  metallic,  in  a 
proportion  of  less  than  6  per  centum. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  involved  in  the  consignments  of  January  3  into 
Oregon,  January  25  and  April  11  into  Pennsylvania,  and  March  5  into  New 
Hampshire,  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  it  consisted  partially  of  inert 
substances  or  ingredients,  that  is,  substances  or  ingredients  that  do  not 
prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects  or  fungi,  and  the  names  and  per- 
centages amounts  of  each  and  every  one  of  the  said  inert  substances  or 
ingredients  so  present  in  the  said  article  were  not  stated  correctly  on  each 
or  any  label  affixed  to  each  or  any  of  the  cartons  containing  the  said  article, 
nor,  in  lieu  thereof,  were  the  names  and  percentages  amounts  of  each  and 
every  ingredient  of  the  said  article  having  insecticidal  or  fungicidal  prop- 
erties, and  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  substances  or  ingredients  so 
present  therein,  stated  correctly  on  each  or  any  label  affixed  to  each  or  any 
of  the  said  cartons. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  involved  in  all  consignments,  with  the  exception 
of  that  of  March  5  into  New  Hampshire,  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the 
statement,  regarding  the  said  article,  to  wit,  "Copper  (Cu)  (not  less  than) 
6.0%,"  borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  the  cartons  containing  the  said 
article  was  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  was 
labeled  and  branded  so  as*  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  the 
said  statement  represented  that  the  article  contained  copper  in  combination 
or  combinations  thereof,  expressed  as  metallic,  in  the  proportion  of  not  less 
than  6  per  centum,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth  it  did  contain  copper  in 
combination  or  combinations  thereof,  expressed  as  metallic,  in  a  proportion 
of  less  than  6  per  centum.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason 
that  the  statement,  to  wit,  "Inert  Ingredients  (not  more  than)  44.0%"  borne 
on  the  labels  of  the  article  involved  in  the  consignment  of  January  17  into 
Pennsylvania  and  the  statement,  to  wit.  "Arsenate  of  Calcium  (not  less  than) 
25.0%,"  borne  on  the  labels  of  the  article  involved  in  the  consignment  of  Feb- 
ruary 19  into  Massachusetts,  were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  thereof 
the  said  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the 
purchaser  in  that  they  represented  that  the  former  contained  inert  ingredients, 
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that  is  to  say,  substances  that  do  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel  or  mitigate 
Insects  or  fungi,  in  the  proportion  of  not  more  than  44  per  centum,  and  that 
the  latter  contained  arsenate  of  calcium  in  the  proportion  of  not  less  than 
25  per  centum,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth  the  former  did  contain  inert 
ingredients  in  the  proportion  of  more  than  44  per  centum  and  the  latter  did 
contain  arsenate  of  calcium  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  25  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  with  respect  to  the  article  involved  in  the  con- 
signment of  January  17  into  Florida  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statements, 
to  wit. 

"For  destroying  insects  and  fungus  diseases  on  potatoes,  tomatoes,  other  truck 
crops,  fruit  and  shade  trees,  shrubbery,  house  plants,  etc.  *  *  *  For  spray- 
ing on  seed  fruits,  such  as  apple,  pear,  quince,  etc.,  and  also  on  general  tru< :k 
crops,  use  3  to  4  pounds  Hexpo  to  50  gallons  water.  For  stone  fruits,  such 
as  peaches,  plums,  cherries,  etc.,  use  2  to  3  pounds  to  50  gallons  water." 
borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels  were  false  and  misleading,  and  by  reason 
thereof  the  said  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead 
the  purchaser  in  that  they  represented  that  the  said  article,  when  used  and 
applied  as  directed,  would  be  effective  against  insects  on,  and  fungous  dis- 
eases of,  potatoes,  tomatoes,  other  truck  crops,  fruit  and  shade  trees,  shrubbery 
and  house  plants,  and  that  it  could  be  safely  used  on  all  such  plants  when  used 
as  directed,  and  that  it  could  be  safely  used  on  apple  trees,  pear  trees,  Quince 
trees,  peach  trees,  plum  trees,  cherry  trees  and  general  truck  crops,  whereas, 
in  fact  and  in  truth,  the  said  article,  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  be 
effective  against  all  insects  on.  and  all  fungous  diseases  of.  potatoes,  tomatoes, 
other  truck  crops,  fruit  and  shade  trees,  shrubbery  and  house  plants,  and 
when  used  on  certain  of  said  plants  as  directed,  to  wit,  peach  trees.  Japanese 
plum  trees  and  late  spring  and  early  summer  applications  on  apple  trees,  and 
certain  truck  crops  would  be  injurious  to  same  and  when  used  as  directed, 
to  wit.  summer  spraying  on  peach  trees  and  Japanese  plum  trees,  the  said 
article  would  be  injurious  to  same. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  involved  in  the  consignments  of  January  3  into 
Oregon  and  of  March  5  into  New  Hampshire  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason 
that  certain  statements  regarding  the  article,  borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels. 


to  wit. 

Arsenate  of  Calcium  (not  less  than)  25.0% 

Total  Arsenic  Oxide  (not  less  than)  _  19.7 r'< 

Arsenic  (as  metallic)  (not  less  than)  12.9% 

Inert  Ingredients  (not  more  than)  44.0% 

together  with  certain  additional  statements  appearing  on  the  labels  of  a  portion 

ol  the  cartons  in  the  former  consignment,  to  wit. 

Arsenate  of  Lead  (not  less  than)   25.09$ 

Copper  (Cu)   (not  less  than)   6.0% 


wore  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  was  labeled 
and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  the  said  state- 
ments represented  that  the  said  article  contained  arsenic  oxide  in  the  propor- 
tion of  not  less  than  19.7  per  centum,  that  it  contained  arsenic,  expressed  as 
metallic,  in  the  proportion  6f  not  less  than  12.!)  per  centum,  and  thai  it  contained 
inert  ingredients,  that  is  to  say.  substances  that  do  Dot  present,  destroy,  repel,  or 
mitigate  insects  or  fungi,  in  the  proportion  of  not  more  than  44  per  centum, 
and  that  a  certain  portion  thereof  contained  arsenate  of  calcium  in  the  pro- 
portion of  not  less  than  25  per  centum,  and  that  the  remainder  thereof  con- 
tained arsenate  of  lead  in  the  proportion  of  not  less  than  25  per  centum  and 
contained  copper  in  combination  or  combinations  thereof,  expressed  as  metallic, 
in  the  proportion  of  (5  per  centum,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth  the  said  article 
contained  arsenic  oxide  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  10.7  per  centum,  arsenic,  ex- 
pressed as  metallic,  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  12.9  per  centum,  and  inert  in- 
gredients in  a  proportion  of  more  than  41  per  centum,  and  a  certain  portion  of 
the  said  article  contained  arsenate  of  calcium  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  25 
per  centum  and  the  remainder  of  the  article  contained  arsenate  of  lead  in  ;i  pro- 
portion of  less  than  25  per  centum  and  copper  in  combination  or  combinations 

thereof,  expressed  as  metallic,  in  the  proportion  of  less  than  0  per  cent. 

On  June  27,  1921,  a  plea  of  guilty  to  the  Information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company  and  the  court  imposed  a  line  of  $95  and  costs. 

C.  W.  Puosr.EY.  Actinff  Srrrrtnru  of   \ '/riOUttUre. 
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735.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  "  Milton."  U.  S.  *  *  *  v.  3,312 
Bottles  of  "  Milton."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,, 
and  destruction.     (I.  &  F.  No.  1097.    S.  No.  137.) 

On  October  21,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a  libel  praying  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  of  3312  bottles  of  "  Milton."  It  was  alleged  in  the  libel  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  June  11,  1920,  by  Alex  D.  Shaw  & 
Company,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania,  and  that  having  been  so  transported  it  remained  unsold  at 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  that  it  was  an  adulterated  and  misbranded  insecticide 
and  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  the 
statement,  regarding  the  article,  to  wit,  "  Sodium  Hypochlorite  2.3%,"  borne 
on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  bottles  containing  the  said  article, 
purported  and  professed  that  the  standard  and  quality  thereof  were  such  that  it 
contained  sodium  hypochlorite  in  the  proportion  of  not  less  than  2.3  per 
centum,  whereas  the  strength  and  purity  of  the  said  article  fell  below  the  said 
professed  standard  and  quality,  in  that  it  contained  sodium  hypochlorite  in  a 
proportion  less  than  2.3  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  regarding  the 
article,  to  wit,  "  Sodium  Hypochlorite  2.3%,"  borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed 
to  each  of  the  said  bottles,  together  with  the  statements,  to  wit, 

"  Milton  *  *  *  it  embodies  in  a  safe  and  stable  form  one  of  the  most 
active  and  useful  agents  known  as  science  *  *  *  and  is  a  powerful 
disinfecting  *  *  *  agent  for  the  destruction  of  bacteria  and  the  germs 
of  disease    *    *  *." 

borne  in  each  of  the  booklets  attached  to  each  of  the  said  bottles,  were  false  and 
misleading  and  by  reason  of  the  said  statements  the  article  was  labeled  and 
branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that  they  represented 
that  the  article  contained  sodium  hypochlorite  in  the  proportion  of  not  less  than 
2.3  per  centum,  that  it  embodied  an  agent  that  is  stable  and  one  of  the  most 
active  and  useful  known  to  science,  and  that  it  was  a  powerful  disinfecting 
agent  and  would  destroy  all  bacteria  and  germs  of  all  diseases  under  practical 
conditions  of  application,  when  applied  as  directed,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth 
the  said  article  contained  sodium  hypochlorite  in  a  proportion  less  than  2.3  per 
centum,  it  did  not  embody  an  agent  that  is  stable  and  one  of  the  most  active 
and  useful  known  to  science,  and  it  was  not  a  powerful  disinfecting  agent  and 
would  not  destroy  all  bacteria  or  the  germs  of  all  diseases  under  practical  con- 
ditions of  application,  when  used  as  directed. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  further  reason  that  certain 
statements,  regarding  the  article,  borne  on  the  said  labels  and  in  the  said  book- 
lets, respectively,  to  wit : 

( Bottle  label)  "For  drinking  water  4  drops  in  1  quart.  For  mouthwash, 
gargle,  etc.,  \  teaspoon  in  1  tumbler.  For  dentifrice  and  false  teeth  \  teaspoon 
in  1  tumbler.  For  nasal  douche,  spray  or  atomizer  \  teaspoon  in  1  tumbler. 
For  cuts  and  wounds  1  teaspoon  in  1  tumbler.  For  air  cleansing  1  table- 
spoon in  1  tumbler.  For  fly  deposit  1  tablespoon  in  1  tumbler.  For  body 
vermin  full  strength.  For  bed  bugs  Equal  parts  or  full  strength.  For  bad 
smells  2  tablespoons  in  1  pint  or  up  to  full  strength  if  necessary." 

(Booklet)  "  Milton  when  used  as  a  gargle  will  effectively  destroy  the  disease 
germs  present  in  the  saliva  and  other  fluids  of  the  throat.  *  *  *  Use  Milton 
as  a  gargle  \  to  1  teaspoonful  of  Milton  to  a  tumbler  of  tepid  water. 

"As  a  nasal  douche  or  spray.  *  *  *  Use  \  to  1  teaspoonful  of  Milton  in  a 
glass  of  slightly  tepid  or  warm  water.  *  *  *  The  conscientious  use  of  Milton 
as  a  nasal  spray  and  gargle,  after  exposure  to  contagion  such  as  frequently 
occurs  in  crowded,  poorly  ventilated  cars,  theatres,  etc.,  is  an  excellent  pre- 
cautionary measure  and  one  which  should  not  be  neglected. 

"As  a  mouthwash  and  dentifrice    *    *    *    It  is  an  excellent  cleanser,  remo* 
ing  and  disinfecting  minute  deposits  of  food  and  other  decaying  material  whitv 
cannot  be  reached  by  the  toothbrush.    It  will  clean  pus  pockets    *    *    *.  A 
weak  solution  of  Milton  (about  \  teaspoonful  to  a  tumbler  of  cold  or  tepid 
water,  not  hot)  should  be  used  at  least  twice  daily. 

"  Disinfecting  toothbrushes  *  *  *  Milton  does  not  injure  the  bristles,  but 
it  kills  the  germs  they  always  contain.  After  cleaning  the  teeth  with  a  solution 
of  Milton  (see  No.  3)  soak  the  brush  for  10  minutes,  or  longer,  in  a  glass  of 
cold  water  to  which  a  teaspoonful  of  Milton  has  been  added. 
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"  Milton  should  be  used  immediately  upon  all  cuts,  wounds  or  abrasions.  It 
will  cleanse  and  disinfect  the  wound,  prevent  dangerous  infection  *  *  *  in 
ordinary  cases  use  1  teaspoonful  Milton  to  a  tumbler  of  cold  or  tepid  water. 
Wash  freely    *    *  * 

"  Insect  bites  and  stings. 

"Hands — Disinfecting:  A  solution -of  1  in  40  (a  tablespoonful  of  Milton  t<>  a 
pint  of  water)  will  effectively  disinfect  the  hands. 

"  Baths    *    *    *    It  is  soothing  to  any  rash  or  skin  irritation    *    *    *  In 

•case  of  stubborn  skin  troubles,  add  about  J  pint  Milton  to  8  gallons  of  water 

*  *  * 

"For  drinking  water:  Milton  will  quickly  and  effectively  disinfect  drinking 
water  and  render  it  safe  *  *  *  For  ordinary  water,  1  part  Milton  to  5.000 
parts  water  is  quite  sufficient  (say  4  to  5  drops  in  1  quart).  One  drop  of 
Milton  in  a  tumbler  of  strange  water  while  traveling  will  render  the  water 
safe.  For  badly  polluted  water,  1  part  Milton  to  1,000  parts  cold  water  could 
be  used    *    *  * 

"Water  tanks,  rain  barrels,  etc:  Milton  is  excellent  for  *  *  *  disinfecting 
the  water  for  either  human  or  animal  use.  *  *  *  Where  it  is  desired  to  dis- 
infect  or  deodorize  water  for  drinking  purposes,  add  \  to  1  teaspoonful  to  each 
eight  gallons  of  water. 

"  Feeding  bottles — Cleansing  and  disinfecting :  *  *  *  Use  3  teaspoonfuls 
of  Milton  to  1  pint  of  water.  Milton  not  only  is  a  powerful  germicide  thus 
disinfecting  and  rendering  safe  the  feeding  bottles,  but  *  *  *.  Dirty  bottles 
should  be  first  washed  with  Milton  and  then  rinsed  in  a  fresli  solution  of 
Milton  in  order  to  insure  thorough  disinfection.    *    *  * 

"For  milk  bottles,  other  containers  and  apparatus:  *  *  *  Milton  is  ideal 
for  disinfecting  and  cleansing  all  receptacles  and  apparatus  in  which  milk  is 
used.  In  the  case  of  dirty  bottles,  however,  a  second  rinsing  with  Milton  should 
be  given  to  insure  thorough  disinfection.  *  *  *  For  milk  bottles  or  bowls  use 
1  part  Milton  to  00  parts  water  (1  teaspoonful  Milton  to  each  \  pint  water  or 
in  proportion )  *  *  *  For  dairies:  *  *  *  for  cleansing  and  effectively  dis- 
infecting milk  *  *  *  bowls,  milk  bottles  *  *  *  see  directions  under  No 
25   *    *    *   For  bad  smells,  see  directions  under  No.  36. 

"Flies:  Flies  carry  bacteria  on  feet  and  legs  and  also  disseminate  disease 
through  their  droppings.  They  breed  in  and  infest  masses  of  filthy  and  decom- 
posing materials.  A  thorough  use  of  Milton  in  all  places  where  flies  may  gain 
access,  prevents  the  development  of  their  breeding  places.  The  treatment  of 
manure  piles,  garbage  receptacles,  earth  closets,  living  rooms,  bed  rooms,  etc., 
with  Milton  will  aid  materially  in  eliminating  the  flies  and  Will  prevent  their 
carrying  infection.  To  prevent  the  breeding  of  flies,  thoroughly  soak  all  piles 
of  manure,  garbage,  etc..  with  a  mixture  of  1  part  Milton  to  10  parts  water  i  '1 
tumblers  Milton  to  each  gallon  of  cold  water)  and  use  in  sufficient  quantity  to 
permit  of  its  soaking  down  several  inches.    *    *  • 

"Bed  bugs:  *  *  *  Milton  kills  them  like  magic.  Use  a  spray;  any  form 
of  garden  spray  or  toilet  spray  is  suitable.  Use  4  tablespoonfuls  of  Milton  to 
each  pint  of  cold  water,  or  in  proportion.  *  *  *  The  first  treatment  may  not 
reach  some  of  the  e^gs  *  *  *  Therefore,  careful  and  regular  treatment  daily 
Cor  a  week  is  desirable  to  insure  complete  success. 

"For  toilets,  urinals,  bedpans,  etc.  *  *  *  it  is  a  strong  and  powerful 
germicide.    *    *  * 

'"As  a  deodorant    *    *    *    It  destroys  practically  all  bad  smells  completely 

*  *  *^ 

■Wounds  and  Infected  sores  in  animals:  Use  Milton  at  dilution  of  1  part 
Milton  to  40  parts  water  (  tablespoon ful  Milton  to  each  pint  water)     *    *  * 

"For  -tables,  cow-barns,  kennels,  poultry  houses,  etc.;  Milton  is  of  great 
value  in  stables,  cow  barns,  kennels,  poultry  houses,  etCM  for  *  *  *  disin- 
fecting, a  thorough  use  of  Milton  in  such  places  is  essential  to  proper  sanita- 
tion and  an  excellent  precaution  against  epidemics  among  the  animals  or  fowls, 
iii  applying  Milton,  the  quarters  should  first  be  cleansed  in  the  ordinary  way 
and  then  sprayed  or  sprinkled  with  Milton.  •  •  *  Use  In  proportion  of  1 
part  Milton  to  26  parts  water  (3  tablespoonfuls  to  one  quart  of  water)." 

were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  of  the  said  Statements  the  article  was 
labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  they 
represented  that  the  said  article,  when  applied  in  the  strengths  and  proportions 
and  in  the  method  and  manner  as  directed,  would  disinfect  water  for  drinking 
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purposes ;  would  disinfect  the  mouth  and  throat ;  would  disinfect  the  teeth, 
mouth,  false  teeth,  nose,  cuts,  and  wounds;  would  cleanse  the  air;  would  be 
effective  against  all  deposits  of  flies,  against  all  body  vermin,  and  bedbugs, 
and  would  be  effective  against  all  bad  smells;  would  effectively  destroy  all 
disease  germs  present  in  the  saliva  and  other  fluids  of  the  throat ;  would  be  an 
excellent  precautionary  measure  against  contagion ;  would  disinfect  minute 
deposits  of  food  and  other  decaying  material  in  the  mouth  and  would  cleanse 
pus  pockets  in  the  mouth ;  would  disinfect  toothbrushes  and  would  kill  all  the 
germs  on  the  bristles  of  the  toothbrush;  would  disinfect  cuts,  wounds,  and 
abrasions  and  would  prevent  dangerous  infection  of  such  cuts,  wounds,  and 
abrasions ;  would  be  effective  in  the  case  of  all  insect  bites  and  stings ;  would 
effectively  disinfect  the  hands,  would  be  soothing  in  case  of  all  rashes  or  skin 
irritation,  and  would  be  effective  in  case  of  all  stubborn  skin  troubles ;  would 
disinfect  drinking  water  and  would  render  it  safe  for  drinking  purposes ; 
would  disinfect  feeding  bottles,  milk  bottles,  and  milk  bowls,  and  would  be 
effective  against  all  bad  smells  in  dairies ;  would  be  effective  in  preventing  the 
breeding  of  flies ;  would  be  a  strong  and  powerful  germicide  for  toilets,  urinals, 
bedpans,  etc. ;  would  destroy  practically  all  bad  smells  completely ;  would  be 
effective  in  the  treatment  of  wounds  and  infected  sores  in  animals ;  would 
disinfect  stables,  cow  barns,  kennels,  and  poultry  houses,  and  would  be  an 
excellent  precaution  against  epidemics  among  animals  and  fowls;  whereas  in 
'fact  and  in  truth  the  said  article,  when  applied  in  the  strengths  and  propor- 
tions and  in  the  method  and  manner  as  directed,  would  not  be  effective  for  the 
purposes  claimed  in  the  said  statements. 

On  November  18,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

736.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  "  Forma-Germkiill  Famigator  "  (Nos. 

1,1%,  and  4).  U.  S.  *  *  *  v.  Central  City  Chemical  Co.,  a  cor- 
poration. Pleas  of  guilty.  Fines,  $200  and  costs.  (I.  &  P.  Nos.  891, 
892,  896,  907.    Dom.  Nos.  15416,  15417,  15041,  15594.) 

On  November  30,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois,  acting  upon  reports  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  informations  against  the 
Central  City  Chemical  Company,  a  corporation,  Chicago,  111.,  alleging  ^shipment 
by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910,  from  the  State  of 
Illinois,  on  or  about  September  8,  1919,  into  the  State  of  Iowa,  on  or  about 
September  18  and  September  22,  1919,  respectively,  into  the  State  of  California, 
and  on  or  about  September  23,  1919,  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  of  quan- 
tities of  "  Forma-Germkill  Fumigator,"  which  was  an  adulterated  and  mis- 
branded  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  said  act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  informations  for  the  reason 
that  the  statements,  borne  and  printed  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of 
the  cartons  enclosing  the  metal  containers  of  the  said  article,  to  wit :  "  For- 
maldehyde not  less  than  72%,"  purported  and  professed  that  the  standard  and 
quality  of  the  said  article  were  such  that  it  contained  and  consisted  of  formalde- 
hyde, to  wit,  a  substance  which  does  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  fungi, 
to  wit,  pathogenic  and  putrefractive  bacteria,  in  a  proportion  not  less  than  72 
per  centum,  whereas  the  strength  and  purity  of  the  article  fell  below  the  said 
professed  standard  and  quality  under  which  it  was  sold,  in  that,  in  fact  and 
in  truth,  it  did  contain  and  consist  of  formaldehyde  in  a  proportion  less  than 
72  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  regarding  the 
article,  to  wit,  "  Formaldehyde  not  less  than  72%  "  appearing  on  the  labels  of 
the  cartons  containing  the  said  article,  together  with  the  statement,  to  wit, 
"  Inert  Ingredients,  not  more  than  28%,"  appearing  on  the  labels  of  the  cartons 
containing  a  portion  thereof,  and  the  statements,  to  wit,  "  Water  and  Methyl 
Alcohol  not  more  than  28%"  and  "  Solidified  Formaldehyde  minimum  72%," 
appearing  on  the  cartons  and  in  a  booklet  enclosed  therein,  respectively,  with 
respect  to  the  remainder  of  the  said  article,  were  false  and  misleading  and  by 
reason  thereof  the  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mis- 
lead the  purchaser  in  that  the  said  statements  represented  that  the  article  con- 
tained an  active  ingredient,  to  wit,  formaldehyde,  which  does  and  did  prevent, 
destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  fungi,  to  wit,  pathogenic  and  putrefactive  bacteria,  in 
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a  proportion  not  less  than  72  per  centum  and  that  it  contained  inert  ingredients, 
to  wit,  ingredients  or  substances  which  do  not  and  did  not  prevent,  destroy, 
repel,  or  mitigate  fungi,  or  that  it  contained  water  and  methyl  alcohol  in  a 
proportion  not  more  than  28  per  centum,  as  the  case  might  he.  whereas  in  truth 
and  in  fact  the  said  article  did  contain  formaldehyde  in  u  proportion  less 
than  72  per  centum  and  did  contain  inert  ingredients  or  water  and  methyl 
alcohol,  as  the  case  might  be,  in  a  proportion  greater  than  28  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  certain  statements  ap- 
pearing in  circulars  enclosed  in  the  cartons  containing  the  said  article,  to  wit. 

"The  product  in  these  fumigators  averages  25  per  cent  moisture,  and  not 
less  than  72  per  cent  formaldehyde.  *  *  *  The  moist  or  semi-sol  iditied  form 
such  as  contained  in  these  fumigators,  approximating  75  per  cent  formaldehyde* 
and  25  per  cent  moisture." 

were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  thereof  the  article  was  labeled  and 
branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that  they  represented 
that  the  article  contained  formaldehyde  in  a  proportion  not  less  than  72  per 
centum  and  that  it  contained  moisture  in  a  proportion  not  more  than  25  per 
centum,  whereas  in  truth  and  in  fact  it  contained  formaldehyde  in  a  propor- 
tion less  than  72  per  centum  and  moisture  in  a  proportion  greater  than  25  per 
centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  with  respect  to  the  article  involved  in  the  consign- 
ment of  September  8  into  Iowa,  for  the  further  reason  that  it  consisted  par- 
tially of  inert  substances,  that  is  to  say,  substances  other  than  formaldehyde, 
which  said  inert  substances  do  not  and  did  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  miti- 
gate fungi,  to  wit,  pathogenic  and  putrefractive  bacteria,  and  the  names  and  the 
percentage  amounts  of  the  said  inert  ingredients  were  not  stated  plainly  and 
correctly  on  each  and  every  label  borne  on  or  affixed  to  each  or  any  of  the 
said  metal  containers  or  to  each  or  any  of  the  cartons  containing  the  same,  nor 
in  lieu  of  the  names  and  percentage  amounts  of  the  said  inert  ingredients,  were 
the  names  and  percentage  amounts  of  each  and  every  ingredieni  of  the  said 
article  having  fungicidal  properties,  and  the  total  percentage  of  the  said  inert 
ingredients  so  present  therein  stated  plainly  and  correctly  on  each  or  any 
label  borne  on  or  affixed  to  each  of  any  of  the  said  metal  containers  of  to  each 
or  any  of  the  said  cartons. 

On  March  30,  1921,  pleas  of  guilty  to  the  informations  were  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company,  and  on  July  1,  1921,  the  court  imposed  tines  in  the 
aggregate  sum  of  $200  together  with  the  costs. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

737.  Adulteration  ami  misbranding  of  "Key  Brand  Calcium  Arsenate 
Powder."  I*.  S.  *  *  *  v.  '27i  Drums.  50  Drums,  mid  8  Drum*  of 
u  Key  Brand  Calcium  Arsenate  Powder."  Decree  i>>  consent  pro- 
viding; for  release  of  produet  under  bond.  (I.  &  F.  Nos,  920,  921,  925, 
S.  Nos.  Si,  82,  85.) 

On  July  24,  July  28,  and  August  10,  1920.  respectively,  the  United  States 
attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  Georgia,  acting  upon  reports  by 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States 
for  said  district  libels  praying  condemnation  and  forfeiture  of  v;  drums  ot 
"Key  Brand  Calcium  Arsenate  Powder."  It  was  alleged  in  the  libels  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  May  26,  June  1.  and  June  3,  1920.  re- 
spectively, by  the  Interstate  Chemical  Company.  Jersey  City.  N.  J.,  from  the 
State  of  New  Jersey  into  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  that  having  been  so  trans- 
ported it  remained  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages,  at  Millodgeville, 
Ga.,  and  that  it  was  an  adulterated  and  nnsbranded  insecticide  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libels  for  the 
reason  that  the  statements,  to  wit. 

"Key  Brand' Calcium  Arsenate  Powder  *  *  *  Follow  directions  and 
bulletins  of  your  experimental  station  as  to  the  use  of  calcium  arsenate  both  in 
regard  to  proportion  and  kind  of  vegetation  best  suited.  *  *  Dry  Dust- 
ing. Apply  to  plants  directly  by  dusting  or  use  commercial  dusters.'* 
borne  and  printed  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  drums  containing 
the  said  article,  represented  that  the  article  was  intended  to  be  used  as  a  dust 
on  vegetation,  whereas  the  said  article,  when  used  as  a  dust  on  certain  vege- 
tation, would  be  injurious  to  such  vegetation.  Adulteration  was  alleged  in 
substance  with  respect  to  the  product  involved  in  the  consignments  of  May 
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26  and  June  3,  1920,  for  the  further  reason  that  the  words  and  figures,  to  wit, 
"Arsenic  in  water  soluble  form  (as  metallic)  0.75%,"  borne  and  printed  on 
each  of  the  said  labels,  purported  and  professed  that  the  standard  and  quality 
of  the  said  article  were  such  that  it  contained  arsenic  in  water-soluble  forms, 
equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  the  proportion  of  0.75  per 
centum,  whereas,  the  purity  of  the  said  article  fell  below  the  said  professed 
standard  and  quality,  in  that  it  contained  arsenic  in  water-soluble  forms,  equiv- 
alent to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  much  greater  than 
0.75  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  words  and  figures,  to  wit, 
"Arsenic  in  water  soluble  forms  (as  metallic)  0.75%,"  borne  on  each  of  the 
said  labels,  were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article 
was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that 
the  said  words  and  figures  represented  that  the  said  article  consisted  of  arsenic 
in  water  soluble  forms,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a 
proportion  of  0.75  per  centum,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth  the  said  article 
consisted  of  arsenic  in  water  soluble  forms,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as 
metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  greater  than  0.75  per  centum. 

On  October  18,  1920,  the  Interstate  Chemical  Company,  Jersey  City,  N.  J., 
claimant,  having  confessed  judgment,  and  having  paid  the  costs  of  the  pro- 
ceedings and  executed  a  good  and  sufficient  bond,  in  conformity  with  section 
10  of  the  act,  judgment  of  the  court  was  entered  ordering  that  the  three  cases 
should  be  consolidated  and  that  the  product  involved  therein  should  be  released 
to  the  said  claimant. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

738.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  "Arsenate  of  Calcinns."  U.  S.  *  *  * 
v.  115  Barrels  of  "  Dixie  Brand  Dry  Powdered  Arsenate  of  Calcinm.5* 
Decree  by  consent  providing  for  release  of  product  nnder  bond. 

(I.  &  F.  No.  927.    S.  No.  86.) 

On  August  24,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Georgia,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a  libel  praying  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  of  115  barrels  of  "  Dixie  Brand  Dry  Powdered 
Arsenate  of  Calcium."  It  was  alleged  in  the  libel  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  by  the  Glidden  Company,  Reading,  Pa.,  on  or  about  May  20,  1920, 
from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  into  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  that  having 
been  so  transported  it  remained  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at 
Danville,  Ga.,  and  that  it  was  an  adulterated  and  misbranded  insecticide 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  the 
statements,  designs  and  devices,  to  wit 

"  Active  Ingredients  Calcium  Arsenate  not  less  than  71%.  Inert  Ingredients 
not  more  than  29%.  Total  Arsenic  as  metallic  not  less  than  27.3%.  Arsenic 
Oxide  As205  not  less  than  42.0%.  Arsenic  in  water  soluble  form  as  metallic 
not  more  than  3/4%." 

borne  and  printed  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  barrels  con- 
taining the  article,  purported  and  professed  that  the  standard  and  quality 
thereof  were  such  that  it  contained  calcium  arsenate  in  a  proportion  not 
less  than  71  per  centum,  that  it  contained  inert  ingredients,  that  is  to  say, 
substances  which  did  not  and  do  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  in- 
sects, in  a  proportion  not  more  than  29  per  centum,  that  it  contained  total 
arsenic,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  not 
less  than  27.3  per  centum  and  that  it  contained  arsenic  oxide  in  a  proportion 
not  less  than  42  per  centum,  whereas  the  strength  and  purity  of  the  said  ar- 
ticle fell  below  the  said  professed  standard  and  quality,  in  that  it  contained 
calcium  arsenate  in  a  proportion  less  than  71  per  centum,  inert  ingredients 
in  a  proportion  greater  than  29  per  centum,  total  arsenic,  equivalent  to  and 
expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  less  than  27.3  per  centum,  and 
arsenic  oxide  in  a  proportion  less  than  42  per  centum. 

Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  by  reason  of  the  state- 
ments, designs,  and  devices,  to  wit, 

"Dixie  Brand  Arsenate  of  Calcium  is  especially  recommended  for  use  on 
cotton  for  the  control  of  the  cotton  boll  weevil.    It  should  be  applied  as  it 
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comes  from  the  package  at  the  rate  of  4  to  5  lbs.  per  acre  with  a  hand  or 
power  duster.  Most  satisfactory  results  are  obtained  if  Dixie  Brand  Arsenate 
of  Calcium  is  applied  when  the  dew  is  on  the  plants  avoiding  if  possible  pe- 
riods during  strong  winds.  Start  applications  when  approximately  10%  of 
the  squares  are  punctured  and  plan  to  make  about  four  applications  at 
intervals  of  seven  days." 

borne  and  printed  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  said  barrels,  the 
said  article  was  intended  to  be  used  on  the  cotton  plant  in  the  method  and 
manner  as  directed  by  the  said  statements,  whereas  the  said  article,  when 
used  and  applied  on  the  cotton  plant  in  the  method  and  manner  as  directed 
by  the  said  statements,  contained  a  substance  which  would  cause  injury  to  the 
cotton  plant. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  above  quoted  statements, 
designs  and  devices,  regarding  the  said  article,  borne  and  printed  on  each  of 
the  said  labels,  were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  thereof  the  article 
was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that 
they  represented  that  the  said  article  contained  calcium  arsenate  in  a  pro- 
portion not  less  than  71  per  centum,  that  it  contained  inert  ingredients,  that 
is  to  say,  substances  which  do  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects 
in  a  proportion  not  greater  than  29  per  centum,  that  it  contained  total  arsenic, 
equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic  in  a  proportion  not  less  than 
27.3  per  centum  and  that  it  contained  arsenic  oxide  in  a  proportion  not  less 
than  42  per  centum,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  the  said  article  contained 
calcium  arsenate  in  a  proportion  less  than  71  per  centum,  inert  ingredients, 
in  a  proportion  greater  than  29  per  centum,  total  arsenic,  equivalent  to  and 
expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  less  than  27.3  per  centum,  and 
arsenic  oxide,  in  a  proportion  less  than  42  per  centum.  Misbranding  was 
alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  contained  arsenic  in  combina- 
tions thereof  and  the  total  amount  of  the  said  arsenic  so  contained  therein 
was  not  correctly  stated,  expressed  as  per  centum  of  metallic  arsenic,  on  each 
or  any  label  afiixed  to  each  or  any  of  the  barrels  containing  the  said  article. 

On  October  28, 1920,  The  Glidden  Company,  Reading,  Pa.,  having  filed  its  claim 
and  answer  to  the  libel,  confessing  the  facts  stated  therein  to  be  alleged, 
the  court  thereupon  entered  judgment  ordering  that  the  product  should  be 
released  to  the  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings 
and  the  execution  of  a  bond  in  the  sum  of  $3.]  GO,  in  conformity  with  Section 
10  of  the  act. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Actmg  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

739.  Adulteration  and  miibranding  of  <(  Dry  Bordo  ArBenate."  U.  S.  *  *  * 
v.  The  Mnrtin-Senour  Co.,  a  corporation.  Plea  of  Kiiilfy.  Fine,  $50 
anil  costs.    (I.  &  P.  No.  960.    Dom.  No.  15325.) 

On  February  7,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
The  Martin-Senour  Company,  a  corporation.  Chicago.  111.,  alleging  shipment  by 
said  company  in  violation  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910.  on  or  about  April  8, 
1919.  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  of  a  quantity 
of  "Dry  Bordo  Arsenate"  which  was  an  adulterated  and  niisbranded  insecti- 
cide and  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  said  act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  the  statements,  designs,  and  devices.  l>;u'iie  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed 


to  each  of  the  cans  containing  the  said  article,  to  wit, 

Total  active  ingredients  24$% 

Arsenate  of  lead  14% 

Copper  of  Bordeaux  Material  10$ 

Tot  al  inert  ingredients  75  A  % 

Total  arsenic  (expressed  as  j>er  centum  of  metallic  arsenic) 

not  less  than  2.7."% 


pronorted  and  professed  that  the  standard  and  quality  of  the  said  article  weie 
such  that  it  contained  and  consisted  ol  active  ingredients,  that  is  to  say.  sub- 
stances having  insect  icidal  or  fungicidal  properties,  in  the  total  proportion  of 
24$  per  centum,  that  it  contained  arsenate  of  lead,  in  the  proportion  of  14 
per  centum,  that  it  contained  copper  in  a  combination  or  combinations  thereof, 
equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  copper,  in  the  proportion  of  10$  per 
centum:  that  it  contained  or  consisted  of  inert  ingredients:  that  is  to  say.  sub- 
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stances  which  do  not  have  insecticidal  or  fungicidal  properties,  in  the  total 
proportion  of  75$  per  centum,  and  that  it  contained  arsenic  in  a  combination 
or  combinations  thereof,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in 
the  total  proportion  of  2.75  per  centum,  whereas  the  strength  and  purity  of 
the  said  article  fell  below  the  professed  standard  and  quality  under  which  it 
was  sold  in  that  in  fact  and  in  truth  the  said  article  contained  and  consisted 
of  active  ingredients,  that  is  to  say,  substances  having  insecticidal  or  fungi- 
cidal properties,  in  the  total  proportion  less  than  24$  per  centum,  did  contain 
arsenate  of  lead,  in  a  proportion  less  than  14  per  centum,  did  contain  copper 
in  a  combination  thereof  in  a  proportion  less  than  10$  per  centum,  did  con- 
tain inert  ingredients,  that  is  to  say,  substances  which  do  not  have  insecticidal 
or  fungicidal  properties,  in  a  total  proportion  greater  than  75$  per  centum 
and  did  contain  arsenic  in  a  combination  thereof,  equivalent  to  and  expressed 
as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  total  proportion  less  than  2.75  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  above-quoted  statements  and 
the  statement  "  Dry  Bordo  Arsenate — A  combination  of  Arsenate  of  lead  and 
Bordeaux  Mixture  in  Dry  Form,"  borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels  were  false 
and  misleading  and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  was  labeled  and  branded 
so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  they  represented  and  pro- 
fessed that  the  said  article  was  a  combination  of  arsenate  of  lead  and  Bordeaux 
mixture,  and  that  it  contained  and  consisted  of  active  ingredients ;  that  is  to 
say,  substances  having  insecticidal  or  fungicidal'  properties,  in  the  total  propor- 
tion of  24$  per  centum,  that  it  contained  arsenate  of  lead  in  the  proportion 
of  14  per  centum;  that  it  contained  copper  in  a  combination  or  combinations 
thereof  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  copper  in  the  proportion  of 
10$  per  centum;  that  it  contained  inert  ingredients,  that  is  to  say,  substances 
which  do  not  have  insecticidal  or  fungicidal  properties,  in  the  total  proportion 
of  75$  per  centum  and  that  it  contained  arsenic  in  a  combination  or  combina- 
tions thereof,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  the  total 
proportion  of  2.75  per  centum,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth,  the  said  article  was 
not  a  combination  of  arsenate  of  lead  and  the  substance  known  as  Bordeaux 
mixture,  but  it  did  consist  of  arsenate  of  lead,  copper-sulphate,  and  lime,  and 
the  said  article  did  contain  active  ingredients,  in  a  total  proportion  less  than 
24$  per  centum,  did  contain  arsenate  of  lead  in  a  proportion  less  than  14  per 
centum,  did  contain  copper  in  a  combination  or  combinations  thereof  equivalent 
to  and  expressed  as  metallic  copper,  in  a  proportion  less  than  10$  per  centum, 
did  contain  inert  ingredients  in  a  total  proportion  greater  than  75$  per  centum 
and  did  contain  arsenic  in  a  combination  thereof,  equivalent  to  and  expressed 
as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  total  proportion  less  than  2.75  per  centum. 

On  March  20,  1921,  a  plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company  and  on  July  1,  1921,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50 
and  costs. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

740.  Adulteration    and    misbranding    of    "  Forma-Germkill  Fuinigator." 

U.  S.     *     *     *  140  Packages  of  "  Forma-Germkill  Fuinigator." 

Defanlt  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.    (I.  &  F. 

No.  966.    S.  No.  92J 

On  June  15,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Iowa,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a  libel  praying  the  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  of  140  packages  of  "  Fornia-Germlall  Fumigator."  It  was  al- 
leged in  the  libel  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  September  21, 
1920,  by  the  Central  City  Chemical  Company,  Chicago,  111.,  from  the  State  of 
Illinois  into  the  State  of  Iowa,  and  that  having  been  so  transported  it  remained 
unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa,  and  that  it  was 
an  adulterated  and  misbranded  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  the  Insecticide 
Act  of  1910. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  the 
statement,  to  wit,  "Active  Ingredient — Formaldehyde,  not  less  than  60%  Inert 
Ingredients,  not  more  than  40%,"  borne  on  each  of  the  cartons  inclosing  each 
of  the  cans  containing  the  said  article,  purported  and  professed  that  the 
standard  and  quality  of  the  article  were  such  that  it  contained  formaldehyde, 
which  said  formaldehyde  has  the  property  of  preventing,  destroying,  repelling, 
or  mitigating  fungi,  to  wit,  pathogenic  and  putrefactive  bacteria,  in  a  propor- 
tion not  less  than  (HO  per  centum  and  that  it  contained  inert  ingredients,  that  is 
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to  say,  substances  which  do  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  fungi, 
to  wit.  pathogenic  and  putrefactive  bacteria,  in  a  proportion  not  greater  than  40 
per  centum,  whereas  the  strength  and  purity  of  the  said  article  fell  below 
the  said  professed  standard  and  quality,  in  that  it  contained  formaldehyde  in 
a  proportion  less  than  60  per  centum,  and  inert  ingredients  in  a  proportion 
greater  than  40  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit.  "  Active 
Ingredient — Formaldehyde.  Not  less  than  60%  Inert  Ingredients,  noi  more  than 
40%,"  borne  on  each  of  the  said  cartons  and  the  statement,  to  wit,  "  The  product 
in  these  fumigators  averages  40  cent  moisture  and  not  less  than  60  per 
cent  formaldehyde,"  borne  on  a  sheet  or  circular  inclosed  in  each  of  the  cartons 
containing  the  said  article,  regarding  the  article,  were  false  and  misleading 
and  by  reason  of  the  said  statements  the  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to 
deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that  the  said  statements  represented  that 
the  article  contained  formaldehyde  in  a  proportion  not  less  than  60  per  centum 
and  that  it  contained  inert  ingredients,  that  is  to  say,  substances  which  do  not 
prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  fungi,  to  wit.  pathogenic  and  putrefactive 
bacteria,  in  a  proportion  not  greater  than  40  per  centum,  whereas  in  fact  and  in 
truth,  the  said  article  contained  formaldehyde  in  a  proportion  less  than  60 
per  centum  and  inert  ingredients  in  a  proportion  greater  than  40  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statement  to  wit, 
"  This  size  No.  1  Contains  one  ounce  of  Formaldehyde  product  of  volatile  con- 
sistency shown  on  top  of  box  commonly  termed  solidified  formaldehyde,"  borne 
on  each  of  the  said  cartons,  represented  that  the  contents  of  each  of  the 
packages  were,  in  terms  of  weight,  one  ounce  of  the  said  article,  whereas  the 
contents  of  each  of  the  packages  were  not  plainly  and  correctly  stated  on  the 
outside  of  each  of  the  said  packages  in  that  the  contents  of  each  of  the  pack- 
ages, in  fact  and  in  truth,  were  less  than  one  ounce  of  the  said  article. 

On  November  8,  1921.  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  - 
that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

741.  Misbranding  of  4<  Meek  «fc  (onrt's  Concentrated  U-Ko-Pine."  U.S.  *  *  * 
v.  Meek.  Court  &  Co..  a  corporation.  Plea  of  gruilty.  Fine,  one 
cent.     (I.  &  F.  No.  970.    Dom.  No.  15447.) 

On  April  19,  1921.  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Meek,  Court  &  Company,  a  corporation,  Chicago,  111.,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
company,  in  violataion  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910,  on  or  about  November 
18,  1919,  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State- of  Maryland,  of  a  quantity 
of  "Meek  and  Court'*  Concentrated  U-Ko-Pine,"  which  was  a  misbranded 
insecticide  and  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  said  act. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  it  consisted  partially  of  an  inert  substance  or  ingredient,  to  wit.  water, 
which  said  inert  substance  or  Ingredient  does  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or 
mitigate  in^c-ts  or  fungi,  and  ilie  name  and  percentage  amount  of  the  said 
inert  Ingredient  so  present  therein  was  not  stated  plainly  and  correctly,  or 
at  all.  on  each  or  any  label  affixed  to  each  or  any  of  the  cans  containing  the 
said  article,  nor  in  lien  thereof  were  the  names  and  percentage  amounts  of 
each  and  every  ingredient  of  the  said  article  having  iUsecticidal  or  fungicidal 
properties,  and  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients  so  present  therein 
stated  plainly  and  correctly,  or  at  all.  on  cadi  or  any  label  affixed  to  each  or 
any  of  the  said  cans.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that 
the  statement  regarding  the  said  article,  to  wit.  "U-Ko-Pine  Disinfectant 

*  *  *  Qt.  $1 .00."  borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  said  cans 
represented  that  the  contents  of  each  of  the  said  cans  were,  in  terms  of  measure, 
one  quart  of  Hie  said  article,  whereas  the  contents  of  the  Bald  cans  were  not 

correctly  stated  on  the  outside  thereof,  la  that  In  fact  and  In  troth  the  con- 
tents of  each  of  the  said  cans  were,  In  terms  of  measure,  fi  ss  than  one  quart. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  In  substance  for  the  further  reason  that  the  state- 
ments regarding  the  article,  to  wit, 

"  U-Ko-Pine  *  ":  •  Disinfectant-Germicide  *  *  *  Contains  antiseptic 
properties  of  pine  oil.  eucalyptus,  menthol,  '  itronelle  and  essential  oils,  which 
form  a  WONDERFUL  and  ABSOLUTELY  unequalled  balanced  disinfectant 
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especially  adapted  to  sanitation  and  hygiene  for  rabbits  and  cavies  *  *  * 
Effective,  Purifies  the  air.  *  *  *  Kills  germs.  Marvellous  antiseptic  lotion 
for  wounds,  cuts,  sterilization,  cleansing,  operations,  boils,  pus  tumors,  and  all 
infections.  Directions  Use  two  tablespoonfuls  U-Ko-Pine  to  one  quart  of 
water.  Clean  the  hutches,  runs,  kennels,  etc.,  to  be  disinfected  thoroughly, 
und  spray  with  M.  &  O.  Perfection  Sprayer.  Use  once  weekly  or  oftener  for 
best  results.  For  use  as  an  antiseptic  lotion,  use  one  part  U-Ko-Pine  to  five 
parts  water." 

borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  cans  containing  the  said 
article,  wTere  false  and  misleading,  and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  was 
labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  they 
represented  that  the  article,  when  used  and  applied  in  the  method  and  manner 
and  in  the  strength  and  proportion  as  directed  thereby,  would  purify  the  air 
in  and  about  rabbit  and  cavy  hutches,  runs,  kennels,  and  other  places  occupied 
by  rabbits  and  cavies,  and  that  it  would  sterilize  against  all  kinds  and  varieties 
of  disease  germs  that  affect  rabbits  and  cavies,  and  that  it  would  be  an  effective 
antiseptic  for  all  infections  of  rabbits  and  cavies,  when  in  fact  and  in  truth  it 
would  not. 

On  May  5,  1921,  a  plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  wTas  entered  on  behalf  of 
the  defendant  company,  and  on  July  1,  1921,  the  court  imposed  a  line  of  one 
cent.  C.  W.  Pugsley,  Actma  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

742.  Misbranding*  of  "  Smith's  Germicide."    U.  S.    *     *    *     v.  John  B.  Smith 
(John  B.  Smith  Insecticide  Co.).    Plea  of  Gnilty.    Fine,  $25.     (I.  &  F. 

No.  1021.    Dom.  No.  15995.) 

On  May  24,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Connecticut, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  an  information  against  John  B.  Smith, 
trading  as  John  B.  Smith  Insecticide  Company,  New  Haven,  Conn.,  alleging 
shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910,  on  or 
about  June  5,  1920,  from*  the  State  of  Connecticut  into  the  State  of  New  Jersey, 
of  a  quantity  of  "  Smith's  Germicide,"  which  was  a  misbranded  fungicide  within 
the  meaning  of  said  act. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
certain  statements,  regarding  the  said  article,  to  wit, 

"  One  teaspoonful  in  one  quart  of  water  once  or  twice  a  week  will  keep 
poultry  in  good  condition  as  germicide  destroys  all  germs  *  *  *  A  remedy 
for  diarrhoea,  cholera  and  all  bowel  and  throat  diseases  *  *  *  Bowel  com- 
plaint— Every  year  carries  away  millions  of  fowls  that  might  be  saved  if  prop- 
erly treated.  Smith's  Germicide  will  save  them  and  make  your  poultry  business 
spell  profit  in  big  letters." 

borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  bottles  containing  the  article, 
were  false. and  misleading  and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  was  labeled 
and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that  the  said  state- 
ments purported,  represented,  and  professed  that  the  said  article,  when  used  as 
directed,  would  destroy  all  germs,  would  be  effective  in  the  treatment  of  all  types 
and  varieties  of  diarrhoea,  would  be  a  remedy  for  cholera  and  all  bowel  and 
throat  diseases,  would  keep  poultry  in  good  condition,  and  would  be  effective 
against  all  bowel  complaint  in  poultry,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  the  said 
article  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  destroy  all  germs,  would  not  be  effec- 
tive in  the  treatment  of  all  types  and  varieties  of  diarrhoea,  would  not  be  a  rem- 
edy for  cholera  and  all  bowel  and  throat  diseases,  would  not  keep  poultry  in  good 
condition,  and  would  not  be  effective  against  all  bowel  complaint  in  poultry. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  consisted 
partially  of  inert  substances  or  ingredients,  to  wit,  substances  other  than  potas- 
sium permanganate,  which  said  inert  substances  or  ingredients  do  not  prevent, 
destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  fungi,  and  the  name  and  percentage  amount  of  each 
and  every  one  of  the  said  inert  ingredients  so  present  therein  were  not  stated 
plainly  and  correctly,  or  at  all,  on  each  or  any  label  borne  on  or  affixed  to  each 
or  any  of  the  bottles  containing  the  said  article,  nor,  in  lieu  thereof,  were  the 
names  and  percentage  amounts  of  each  and  every  substance  or  ingredient  of  the 
said  article  having  fungicidal  properties,  and  the  total  percentage  of  the  said 
inert  ingredients  so  present  therein,  stated  plainly  and  correctly,  or  at  all,  on 
each  or  any  label  affixed  to  each  or  any  of  the  said  bottles. 

On  May  24,  1921,  the  defendant  entered  a  plea  of  guilty  to  the  information 
and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $25. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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743.  Minbrandin^r  of  "  Sanitoria."     t".   S.     *      *      *     v.  James  R.  Snowden 
(Snowden    Chemical    Co.).      Plea   of    guilty.      Fine,   $50    and  costs. 

(I.  &  F.  No.  1036.    Dom.  No.  14561.) 

On  June  4,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
James  R.  Snowden,  trading  as  Snowden  Chemical  Company,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910, 
on  or  about  October  29,  1918,  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of 
Kansas,  of  a  quantity  of  "  Sanitoria."  which  was  a  misbranded  insecticide  and 
fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  said  act. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
certain  statements  regarding  the  article,  to  wit: 

(Bottles)  "  Use  directions.  Plants  apples,  peach,  pear,  plum,  cherries,  grapes. 
First  application  before  the  buds  burst,  Sanitoria  Solution  in  water.  Second 
application.  Just  before  blossoms  open,  Sanitoria.  Third  application.  When 
blossoms  have  fallen.  Sanitoria.  Fourth  application  7-10  days  later,  Sanitoria. 
Gooseberries,  currants,  raspberries,  roses,  vines,  and  shrubs.  When  worms  are 
first  seen,  Sanitoria  emulsion.  *  *  *  Potatoes,  cucumbers,  tomatoes  and  all 
kinds  of  flowers.  As  buds  are  breaking,  Sanitoria;  when  aphis  appears,  Sani- 
toria emulsion.    *    *    *    If  rot  appears  Sanitoria.    1  to  60. 

"  Beetles  and  caterpillars  are  chewing  insects  and  are  controlled  by  spray- 
ing with  Sanitoria. 

"Aphids  (plant  lice),  thrips,  leaf  hoppers,  are  soft-bodied  sucking  insects 
and  may  be  effectively  controlled  by  spraying  with  Sanitoria  Bug  Kill.    *    *  * 

"  Sanitoria  will  help  control  and  kill  nearly  all  kinds  of  insects,  bugs,  worms, 
etc..  on  nearly  all  kinds  of  fruit  trees,  shrubs,  vines,  plants,  roses  and  garden 
flowers  of  nearly  all  kinds.    *    *  * 

"  Gooseberries,  currants,  raspberries,  roses,  vines  and  shrubs,  when  worms 
are  first  seen.  Sanitoria  Emulsion  1-100.  *  *  *  Potatoes,  cucumbers,  to- 
matoes and  all  kinds  of  flowers.   *    *    *    Sanitoria  when  aphis  appears   *    *  * 

'•  Death  to  all  odors  and  germs.  Purifies  *  *  *  the  air  *  *  *.  One 
of  the  most  effective,  non-poisonons.  combined  deodorant,  disinfectant,  germicide 
and  purifier  and  cleanser  ever  offered  to  the  public.  It  positively  purifies  the 
air.  neutralizes  noxious  odors,  destroys  disease  *  *  *.  It  absolutely  protects 
from  contagion  and  infection  *  *  *  For  cesspools,  garbage  heaps,  sewage, 
to  overcome  foul  odors,  purity  the  air    *    *  *." 

(Circular)  "Apple  *  *  *  scab.  *  *  *.  ('berry — Rot  *  when 
aphis  appear^,  *  *  *  Cucumbers  *  *  *  mildew.  *  *  *  If  disease 
increases,  repeat  first  application,  *  *  *  If  worms  [>ersist  *  *  *.  < "ar- 
rant— Worms,  mildew.  *  *  *  Gooseberry  (English)  Mildew  *  *  *. 
Grape    *    *    *    fungous  disease.    *    *    *    Nursery  stock.    Fungous  diseases. 

*  *  *  Peach  Nectarine — Leaf  curl,  mildew  and  rot  *  *  *.  Pear — Leaf 
Blight,  scab  and  coddling  moth.  *  *  *  for  Psyilla  *  *  *  Plum— black 
knot,  curculio.  rot  and  fungous  diseases.  *  *  *  Quince — Leaf  and  fruit  spot, 
raspberry,  blackberry,  dewberry.  *  *  if  rust  appears  on  the  leaves.  Sani- 
toria 1  to  60.  *  *  *  Red  spider  *  *  *  Rose— Mildew,  black  spot  *  *  * 
If  red  rust  appears  the  entire  stools  affected  should  be  cut  out  and  burned. 
Young  plants  should  bo  sprayed  with  Sanitoria  mixture  at  time  of  the  first  and 
third  application  to  hearing  plants. 

"  Sanitoria  will  help  repel  and  kill  nearly  all  kinds  of  insects,  bngS.  worms, 
etc.  on  nearly  all  kinds  of  fruit  trees,  shrubs,  vines,  plants,  roses  and  garden 
flowers  of  nearly  all   kinds    *    *    *    Apple — Canker  worm,   coddling  moth 

*  *  *  Cabbage  worms,  apbids,  Cherry—  *  *  *  aphis,  curculio.  slm:. 
Cucumbers — worms.  <  'urrants- -worms.  ( loosoherries — worms.  Grape — flea- 
beetle  *  *  *.  Quince—  *  *  *  red  spider.  Poses — red  spider,  aphis, 
Special  Notice.    *    *    *    For  aphis  on  all  plants,  use  Sanitoria  Emulsion." 

I  Tost  card)  "Beetles  and  caterpillars  are  chewing  insects  and  are  con* 
trolled  by  spraying  with  Sanitoria.  Aphids  (plant  lice)  thrips.  leaf  hoppers, 
soft-bodied  sucking  insects  and  may  be  effectively  controlled  by  spraying  with 
Sanitoria  Bug  Kill.  Sanitoria  will  help  control  and  kill  nearly  all  kinds  of 
insects,  hugs,  worms,  etc.,  on  nearly  all  kinds  of  fruit  trees,  shrubs,  vines, 
plants,  roses  and  gardens  and  flowers  of  nearly  all  kinds." 

borne  and  printed  OD  the  labels  affixed  to  the  bottles  containing  the  said 
article,  and  in  certain  circulars  and  postcards  accompanying  the  same,  were 
false  and  misleading,  and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  was  labeled  and 
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branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that  the  said  statements 
represented  that  the  said  article,  when  used  as  directed,  would  control  rot 
of  apple,  peach,  pear,  plum,  and  cherry  trees,  grapes,  gooseberries,  currants, 
raspberries,  roses,  vines,  shrubs,  potatoes,  cucumbers,  tomatoes,  and  all  kinds 
of  flowers,  would  be  an  effective  remedy  against  all  beetles,  all  caterpillars, 
all  chewing  insects,  aphids,  thrips,  leaf  hoppers,  all  soft-bodied  sucking  insects 
and  all  bugs  would  be  an  effective  remedy  against  nearly  all  kinds  of  insects, 
bugs,  worms,  etc.,  on  nearly  all  kinds  of  fruit  trees,  shrubs,  vines,  plants,  roses, 
and  garden  flowers  of  nearly  all  kinds  would  be  an  effective  remedy  against 
all  worms  on  gooseberries,  currants,  raspberries,  roses,  vines,  and  shrubs, 
against  aphids  on  potatoes,  cucumbers,  tomatoes,  and  all  kinds  of  flowers, 
would  control  apple  scab,  rot  of  cherries,  cucumber  mildew,  currant  mildew, 
gooseberry  mildew,  fungous  disease  of  grape,  fungous  diseases  of  nursery  stock, 
leaf  curl  and  mildew  and  rot  of  peach  nectarine,  leaf  blight  or  scab  of  pear, 
black  knot  and  rot  and  all  fungous  diseases  of  the  plum,  leaf  or  fruit  spot  and 
rot  of  quince,  raspberry,  blackberry,  and  dewberry,  mildew  and  black  spot  of 
roses,  and  red  rust  on  all  plants,  that  it  was  an  effective  remedy  against  canker 
worm  and  coddling  moth  on  apple  trees,  against  cabbage  worms  and  cabbage 
aphis,  against  aphis,  curculio,  and  slugs  on  cherry  trees,  against  all  worms  on 
cucumbers,  currants,  and  gooseberries,  against  flea-beetles  on  grape  vines,  cod- 
dling moth  on  pear  trees,  curculio  on  plum  trees,  potato  beetles  on  potatoes, 
red  spider  and  aphis  on  quince  trees  and  rose  bushes,  and  against  aphis  on  all 
plants,  that  it  would  be  an  effective  remedy  against  all  beetles,  all  caterpillars, 
all  chewing  insects,  aphids,  thrips,  leaf  hoppers,  all  soft-bodied  sucking  in- 
sects, and  against  nearly  all  kinds  of  insects  bugs,  worms,  etc.,  on  gardens  and 
flowers  of  nearly  all  kinds,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth  it  would  not. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  above-quoted  state- 
ments were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  was 
labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  the 
said  statements  represented  that  the  article  when  used  as  directed  would  kill 
all  odors  and  germ ;  that  it  one  of  the  most  effective  disinfectants,  germicides, 
and  purifiers  ever  offered  to  the  public,  and  that  it  would  purify  the  air,  neu- 
tralize all  noxious  odors,  destroy  all  disease,"  would  absolutely  protect  from 
contagion  and  infection,  and  would  overcome  all  foul  odors  and  purify  the  air 
in  or  about  cesspools,  garbage  heaps,  and  sewage,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth 
the  said  article,  when  used  and  applied  as  directed,  would  not  kill  all  odors 
and  germs,  was  not  one  of  the  most  effective  disinfectants,  germicides,  and 
purifiers  ever  offered  to  the  public,  and  it  would  not  purify  the  air,  would  not 
neutralize  all  noxious  odors,  would  not  destroy  all  disease,  would  not  absolutely 
protect  from  contagion  and  infection,  and  would  not  overcome  all  foul  odors, 
nor  purify  the  air  in  or  about  cesspools,  garbage  heaps,  and  sewage. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  consisted  par- 
tially of  an  inert  substance,  to  wit,  water,  which  said  inert  substance  does  not 
prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects  or  fungi,  and  the  name  and  per- 
centage amount  of  the  said  inert  substance  so  present  therein  was  not  stated 
plainly  and  correctly,  or  at  all,  on  each  or  any  label  affixed  to  each  or  any 
of  the  bottles  containing  the  said  article,  nor  in  lieu  thereof  were  the  names 
and  percentage  amounts  of  each  and  every  substance  or  ingredient  of  the  said 
article  having  insecticidal  or  fungicidal  properties,  and  the  total  percentage  of 
the  said  inert  substances  or  ingredients  so  present  therein  stated  plainly  and 
correctly,  or  at  all,  on  each  or  any  label  affixed  to  each  or  any  of  the  bottles 
containing  the  said  article. 

On  June  10,  1921,  the  defendant  entered  a  plea  of  guilty  to  the  information 
and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50  and  costs. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

744.  Adulteration   and   misbranding  of  "  Sanitoria."     U.   S.     *      *      *  v. 

James  R.  Snowden  (Snowden  Chemical  Co.).  Plea  of  gnilty.'  Fine, 
$40  and  costs.    (I.  &  F.  No.  1037.    Dom.  No.  14562.) 

On  June  4,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
James  R.  Snowden,  trading  as  the  Snowden  Chemical  Company,  Kansas  City. 
Mo.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of 
1910,  on  or  about  October  29,  1918.  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of 
Kansas,  of  a  quantity  of  "  Sanitoria,"  which  was  an  adulterated  and  misbranded 
insecticide  and  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  said  Act, 
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Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  statement,  regarding  the  article,  to  wit :  "  Contains  inert  substance,  water 
not  more  than  10  per  cent."  borne  on  the  label  affixed  to  the  can  containing  the 
article,  purported  and  professed  that  the  standard  and  quality  of  the  said  article 
were  such  that  it  contained  an  inert  substance,  to  wit,  water,  which  said  sub- 
stance does  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel  or  mitigate  insects  or  fungi,  in  the  pro- 
portion of  not  more  than  10  per  centum,  whereas,  the  strength  and  purity  of  the 
said  article  fell  below  the  professed  standard  and  quality  under  which  it  was 
sold,  in  that,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  it  contained  water,  in  a  proportion  greater 
than  10  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  above  quoted  statement  borne 
on  the  label  affixed  to  the  said  can,  was  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason 
thereof  the  said  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead 
the  purchaser  in  that  it  represented  that  the  said  article  contained  an  inert 
substance,  to  wit,  water,  which  substance  does  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel  or 
mitigate  insects  or  fungi,  in  the  proportion  of  not  more  than  10  per  centum, 
whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  the  said  article  did  contain  water  in  a  proportion 
greater  than  10  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statements,  regard- 
ing the  article,  to  wit, 

"  Death  to  all  odors  and  germs.  Purifies  *  *  *  the  air  *  *  *  One 
of  the  most  effective  non-poisonous  combined  deodorant,  disinfectant,  germicide, 
purifier  and  cleanser  ever  offered  to  the  public.  It  positively  purifies  the  air, 
neutralizes  noxious  odors,  destroys  disease  *  *  *.  It  absolutely  protects 
from  contagion  and  infection  *  *  *  For  cesspools,  garbage  heaps,  sewer- 
age, to  overcome  foul  odors,  purify  the  air. 

"  Sanitoria  Bug  Kill  *  *  *  For  controlling  and  killing  insects,  blight  and 
fungus  growths  on  vegetables,  shrubs  and  trees.    *    *  *. 

"  When  and  what  to  spray    *    *  * 

"Apple  *  *  *  scab ;  1st  application  before  the  buds  burst.  Sanitoria  solu- 
tion in  water.  2nd  application — Just  before  blossoms  open,  Sanitoria :  3d 
appl'n — When  blossoms  have  fallen.  Sanitoria.    *    *  * 

"  Cherry — 1st  Appl'n — Rot.  aphis,  curculio,  slug — as  buds  are  breaking. 
Sanitoria,  when  aphis  appear.  Sanitoria  Emulsion :  1  to  60.  2nd  Appl'n — 
When  fruit  has  set,  Sanitoria  :  1  to  60.  3rd  Appl'n  10-14  days  if  rot  appears. 
1  to  60. 

"  Cucumbers — 1st  Appl'n — Worms,  mildew — before  mildew  becomes  serious. 
Sanitoria:  1  to  60.  2nd  Appl'n — If  disease  increases,  repeat  application;  1  to 
60.   3rd  Appl'n — If  worms  persist.  Sanitoria:  1  to  00. 

"Current — 1st  appl'n — Worms,  mildew — At  first  sign  of  worms,  Sanitoria; 
1  to  60.  2nd  appl'n — 10  days  later  hellebore.  If  leaves  mildew  Sanitoria:  1  to 
60.    3d  appFn^-10  days  later.  Sanitoria  1  to  60. 

"Gooseberry,  (English) — Mildew.  Worms — 1st  ap'h  when  leaves  expand. 
Sanitoria  :  1  to  60.  2d  app'n — 10-14  days  later,  Sanitoria  1  to  60.  3d  appl'n — 
When  flowers  arc  open.  Sanitoria.    1  to  60. 

"  Grape — Flea,  beetle,  fungus  disease— 1st  Appl'n — In  spring  before  buds 
swell,  copper  sulphate  solution;  1  to  100.  2nd  appl'n — When  leaves  are  H 
inches  in  diameter.  Sanitoria:  1  to  60.   3d  appl'n-   10-14  days  repeal  first:  1  toOO. 

"Nursery  Stock — 1st  appl'n — Fungus  diseases— When  first  Leaves  appear. 
Sanitoria  ;'l  to  60:  2d  app'n— 10-14  days,  repeat  first.  1  to  80.  3d  appl'n— 
When  fruits  is  grown.  Sanitoria:  1  to  60. 

"  Peach  Nectarine — Leaf  curl,  mildew  and  rot — 1st  appl'n — Before  buds  swell. 
Sanitoria:  1  to  100.  2d  appl'n — Before  flowers  open,  Sanitoria:  1  to  loo.  3d 
appl'n    After  blossoms  have  fallen.  Sanitoria  1  to  60. 

-  Potatoes-  Hectic  scab,  blight  -  1st  appl'n-  When  beetle  tirst  appear,  Sani- 
toria: 1  to  so.  2d  appl'n-  when  Vines  are  2-3  grown.  Sanitoria;]  to  60.  3d 
appl'n— 10-20  days  later.  Sanitoria  1  to  60. 

"It  will  also  eliminate  Hies  and  other  Insects  which  .any  diseases.  *  *  * 
Sanitoria  Hug  Kill  *  *  for  controlling  and  killing  insects  *  *  *  on 
vegetables,  shrubs  and  trees.  Rose  hushes  and  vines  should  he  sprayed  while 
young  to  destroy  aphis  and  beetles.  *  *  *  Beetles  and  caterpillars  are  chew- 
ing insects  and  are  controlled  by  spraying  with  Sanitoria.  Apliids  (plant  Ike) 
tnripSj  leaf -hoppers,  &C,  are  soft -bodied  sucking  insects  and  may  be  effectively 
,-,>nt rolled  by  Spraying  with  Sanitoria  Bug  Kill.  Sanitoria  will  help  control 
and  kill  nearly  all  kinds  of  insects,  bugs,  worms.  &e.  on  nearly  all  kinds  of  fruit 
trees,  shrubs,  vines,  plants,  roses  and  garden  flowers.  *  *  *  Rose  and  hearty 
shrubs— One  parr  Sanitoria  to  1W  parts  water:  spray  whenever  insects  appear; 
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*  *    *    also  around  roots  to  kill  cut  worms  and  insects  that  appear  at  night 

*  *  *  plants  sprayed  every  few  days  with  Sanitoria  should  thrive  and  be 
free  from  parasites  and  injurious  insects  *  *  *  Apple — Canker  worm,  cod- 
dling moth,  *  *  *  Cabbage — Worms,  aphis  *  *  *  Cherry — *  *  * 
Aphis,  curculio,  slug  *  *  *  Cucumbers  *  *  *  Worms  *  *  *  Cur- 
rants *  *  *  Worms  *  *  *  Gooseberry  *  *  *  Worms  *  *  *  Grape- 
Flea,  beetle    *    *    *    Potatoes— Beetle." 

borne  on  the  label  affixed  to  the  said  can  were  false  and  misleading  and  by 
reason  thereof  the  said  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and 
mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that  they  represented  that  the  said  article,  when  used 
and  applied  as  directed  would  kill  all  odors  and  germs,  would  purify  the  air, 
would  neutralize  all  noxious  odors,  would  destroy  all  disease,  would  absolutely 
protect  from  contagion  and  infection,  would  overcome  all  foul  odors  and  would 
purify  the  air  in  and  about  cesspools,  garbage  heaps,  and  sewerage,  would  con- 
trol and  kill  all  blight  and  fungus  growths  on  vegetables,  shrubs,  and  trees, 
would  control  apple  scab,  rot  of  cherries,  cucumber  mildew,  currant  mildew, 
gooseberry  mildew,  fungus  diseases  of  grapes  and  nursery  stock,  leaf  curl, 
mildew  and  rot  of  peach  nectarine,  and  potato  blight,  would  eliminate  all  flies 
and  all  other  insects  that  carry  disease,  would  be  an  effective  remedy  against 
all  bugs,  all  insects,  aphids,  beetles,  caterpillars,  thrips,  leaf-hoppers,  and  all 
other  soft-bodied  sucking  insects,  would  be  an  effective  remedy  against  nearly 
all  kinds  of  insects,  bugs,  worms,  etc.,  on  nearly  all  kinds  of  fruit  trees,  shrubs, 
vines,  plants,  roses,  and  garden  flowers,  would  be  an  effective  remedy  against 
cut  worms  and  all  insects  that  appear  at  night,  all  parasites  and  all  injurious 
insects,  and  would  be  an  effective  remedy  against  canker  worms  and  codling 
moths  on  apple  trees,  cabbage  worms  and  cabbage  aphis,  aphis,  curculio  and 
slugs  on  cherry  trees,  worms  on  cucumbers,  currants,  and  gooseberries,  flea 
beetles  on  grape  vines,  and  potato  beetles,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth  it  would 
not.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  above  quoted 
statements  were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article 
was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  they 
represented  that  the  said  article  was  one  of  the  most  effective  disinfectants, 
germicides,  and  purifiers  ever  offered  to  the  public,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth 
it  was  not  one  of  the  most  effective  disinfectants,  germicides,  and  purifiers  ever 
offered  to  the  public. 

On  June  10,  1921,  the  defendant  entered  a  plea  of  guilty  to  the  information 
and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $40  and  costs. 

C.  W.  Pugs  ley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

745.  Adulteration  and  misbranding-  of  "  Milton."  U.  S.  *  *  *  v.  11,864 
Bottles  of  "  Milton."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 
and  destruction.     (I.  &  P.  No.  1048.    S.  No.  106.) 

On  May  23,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachu- 
setts, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a  libel  praying  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  of  11,864  bottles  of  "  Milton."  It  was  alleged  in  the  libel  that  the 
article  was  contained  in  10,968  bottles,  each  purporting  to  contain  20.4  cen- 
tilitres, and  896  bottles,  each  purporting  to  contain  55.1  centilitres,  that  it 
had  been  shipped  on  or  about  May  20,  June  24,  July  2,  July  13,  and  September 
17.  1920,  respectively,  by  Alex  D.  Shaw  &  Company,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  from 
the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Massachusetts ;  that  having  been  so 
transported  it  remained  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Boston, 
Mass.,  and  that  it  was  an  adulterated  and  misbranded  insecticide  and  fungi- 
cide within  the  meaning  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  libel  for  the 
reason  that  the  statement  regarding  the  said  article,  to  wit,  "  Sodium  Hypo- 
chlorite 2.3%,"  borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  55.1  centilitre 
bottles  and  borne  on  certain  of  the  20.4  centilitre  bottles  and  the  statement, 
to  wit,  "  Sodium  Hypochlorite  .94%,"  borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to 
certain  of  the  20.4  centilitre  bottles,  purported  and  professed  that  the  standard 
and  quality  of  the  said  article  were  such  that  it  contained  sodium  hypo- 
chlorite in  the  proportion  of  2.3  per  centum  or  0.94  per  centum,  as  the  case 
might  be,  whereas  the  strength  and  purity  of  the  said  article  fell  below  the 
said  professed  standard  and  quality  in  that  the  said  article  contained  sodium 
hypochlorite  in  a  proportion  less  than  the  amounts  claimed  in  the  said 
respective  statements. 
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Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  above  quoted  statements 
regarding  the  article,  borne  on  the  respective  labels,  were  false  and  mis- 
leading and  by  reason  of  the  said  statements  the  article  was  labeled  and 
branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that  they  represented 
that  the  said  article  contained  sodium  hypochlorite  in  the  proportion  of 
2.3  per  centum  or  0.94  per  centum,  as  the  case  might  be,  whereas,  in  fact  and 
in  truth,  the  said  article  contained  sodium  hypochlorite  in  a  proportion  less 
than  the  amounts  claimed  in  the  said  respective  statements. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statements  regard- 
ing the  article  borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  bottles  con- 
taining the  said  article,  together  with  certain  statements  borne  in  a  booklet 
accompanying  the  same,  to  wit. 

(Bottle)  "  For  drinking  water  4  drops  in  1  quart. 

"  For  mouthwash,  gargle,  etc.  \  teaspoon  in  1  tumbler. 
For  dentifrice  and  false  teeth  \  teaspoonful  in  1  tumbler. 

"  For  nasal  douche,  spray  or  atomizer  \  teaspoonful  in  1  tumbler 

"  For  cuts  and  wounds  1  teaspoon  in  1  tumbler." 

(Booklet)  "Milton  *  *  *  it  embodies  in  a  safe  and  stable  form  one 
of  the  most  active  and  useful  agents  known  to  science  *  *  *  and  is  a 
powerful  disinfecting  *  *  *  agent  for  the  destruction  of  bacteria  and  the 
germs  of  disease    *    *  * 

"  Milton  when  used  as  a  gargle  will  effectively  destroy  the  disease  germs 
present  in  the  saliva  and  other  fluids  of  the  throat.  *  *  *  Use  Milton  as 
a  gargle  \  to  one  teaspoonful  of  Milton  to  a  tumbler  of  tepid  water. 

"As  a  nasal  douche  or  spray.  *  *  *  Use  \  to  1  teaspoonful  of  Milton  in 
a  glass  of  slightly  tepid  or  warm  water.  *  *  *  The  conscientious  use  of 
Milton  as  a  nasal  spray  and  gargle,  after  exposure  to  contagion  such  as 
frequently  occurs  in  crowded,  poorly  ventilated  cars,  theatres,  etc.,  is  an 
excellent  precautionary  measure  and  one  which  should  not  be  neglected. 

"As  a  mouthwash  and  dentifrice  *  *  *  It  is  an  excellent  cleanser, 
removing  and  disinfecting  minute  deposits  of  food  and  other  decaying  material 
which  cannot  be  reached  by  the  toothbrush.  It  will  clean  pus  pockets  *  *  * 
A  weak  solution  of  Milton  (about  \  teaspoonful  to  a  tumbler  of  cold  or  tepid 
water,  not  hot)  should  be  used  at  least  twice  daily. 

"  Disinfecting  toothbrushes  *  *  *  Milton  does  not  injure  the  bristles,  but 
it  kills  the  germs  they  always  contain.  After  cleaning  the  teeth  with  a 
solution  of  Milton  (see  No.  3)  soak  the  brush  for  10  minutes,  or  longer,  in 
a  glass  of  cold  water  to  which  a  teaspoonful  of  Milton  has  been  added. 

"  Milton  should  be  used  immediately  upon  all  cuts,  wounds  or  abrasions. 
It  will  cleanse  and  disinfect  the  wound,  prevent  dangerous  infection  *  *  * 
in  ordinary  cases  use  1  teaspoonful  Milton  to  a  tumbler  of  cold  or  tepid  water. 
Wash  freely    *    *  * 

"  Insect  bites  and  stings. 

Hands — Disinfecting:  A  solution  of  1  to  40  (a  tablespoonful  of  Milton 
to  a  pint  of  water)  will  effectively  disinfect  the  hands. 

"Baths  *  *  *  It  is  soothing  to  any  rash  or  skin  irritation  *  *  * 
In  case  of  stubborn  skin  troubles,  add  about  \  pint  of  Milton  to  3  gallons  of 
water    *    *  * 

"For  drinking  water:  Milton  will  quickly  and  effectively  disinfect  drinking 
water  and  render  it  safe  *  *  *  for  ordinary  water.  1  part  Milton  to 
~..<mh>  parts  water  is  quite  sufficient  <  say  4  to  5  drops  in  1  quart).  One 
drop  of  Milton  in  a  tumbler  of  strange  water  wbile  travelling,  will  rentier 
the  water  safe.  For  badly  polluted  water.  1  part  Milton  to  1/MMi  parts  cold 
water  could  be  used    *    *  * 

"Water  tanks,  rain  barrels,  etc:  Milton  is  excellent  for  *  *  *  disin- 
fecting the  water  for  either  human  Or  animal  use.  *  *  *  Where  it  is 
desired  to  disinfect  or  deodorize  water  for  dri inking  purposes,  add  i  to  1 
teaspoonful  to  each  eight  gallons  of  water. 

"Feeding  bottles — Cleansing  and  disinfecting:  *  *  *  Use  3  teaspooufuli 
of  Milton  to  1  pint  of  water.  Milton  not  only  is  a  powerful  germicide  thus 
disinfecting  and  rendering  safe  the  feeding  bottles,  but  *  *  *  Dirty  bottles 
should  be  first  washed  with  Milton  and  then  rinsed  in  a  fresh  solution  of  Milton 
in  order  to  insure  thorough  disinfection.    *    *  * 

••  For  milk  bottles,  other  containers  and  apparatus:  *  *  *  Milton  is  ideal 
for  disinfecting  and  cleansing  all  receptacles  and  apparatus  in  which  milk  is 
used.  In  the  case  of  dirty  bottles,  however,  a  second  rinsing  with  Milton 
should  be  given  t<>  insure  thorough  disinfection.    *    *    *    For  milk  bottles  or 
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bowls  use  1  part  Milton  to  60  parts  water  (1  teaspoonful  Milton  to  each  J  pint 
water,  or  in  proportion)    *    *    *  . 

"  For  dairies :  *  *  *  For  cleansing  and  effectively  disinfecting  milk 
*  *  *  bowls,  milk  bottles  *  *  *  see  directions  under  No.  26.  *  *  * 
For  bad  smells,  see  Direction  under  No.  36. 

"  Flies :  Flies  carry  bacteria  on  feet  and  legs  and  also  disseminate  disease 
through  their  droppings.  They  breed  in  and  infest  masses  of  filthy  and  decom- 
posing materials.  A  thorough  use  of  Milton  in  all  places  where  flies  may  gain 
access,  prevents  the  development  of  their  breeding  places.  The  treatment  of 
manure  piles,  garbage  receptacles,  earth  closets,  living  rooms,  bed  rooms,  etc., 
with  Milton  will  aid  materially  in  eliminating  the  flies  and  will  prevent  their 
carrying  infection.  To  prevent  the  breeding  of  flies,  thoroughly  soak  all  piles 
of  manure,  garbage,  etc.,  with  a  mixture  of  1  part  Milton  to  10  parts  water  (2 
tumblers  Milton  to  each  gallon  of  cold  water)  and  use  in  sufficient  quantity 
to  permit  of  its  soaking  down  several  inches.    *    *  * 

"  Bed  bugs :  *  *  *  Milton  kills  them  like  magic.  Use  a  spray  :  any  form 
of  garden  spray  or  toilet  spray  is  suitable.  Use  4  tablespoonfuls  of  Milton  to 
each  pint  of  cold  water,  or  in  proportion.  *  *  *  The  first  treatment  may 
not  reach  some  of  the  eggs  *  *  *  Therefore,  careful  and  regular  treatment 
daily  for  a  week  is  desirable  to  insure  complete  success. 

"  For  toilets,  urinals,  bedpans,  etc.  *  *  *  It  is  a  strong  and  powerful 
germicide.    *    *  * 

"As  a  deodorant :  *  *  *  It  destroys  practically  all  bad  smells  com- 
pletely   *    *    *  . 

"  Wounds  and  infected  sores  on  animals :  Use  Milton  at  dilution  of  1  part 
Milton  to  40  parts  water  (1  tablespoonful  Milton  to  each  pint  water)    *    *    *  . 

"  For  stables,  cow-barns,  kennels,  poultry  houses,  etc.:  Milton  is  of  great 
value  in  stables,  cow-barns,  kennels,  poultry  houses,  etc.,  for  *  *  *  dis- 
infecting. A  thorough  use  of  Milton  in  such  places  is  essential  to  proper  sani- 
tation and  an  excellent  precaution  against  epidemics  among  animals  or  fowls. 
In  applying  Milton,  the  quarters  should  first  be  cleansed  in  the  ordinary  way 
and  then  sprayed  or  sprinkled  with  Milton.  *  *  *  Use  in  proportion  of  1 
part  Milton  to  25  parts  water  (3  tablespoonfuls  to  one  quart  of  water)." 
were  false  and  misleading,  and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  was  labeled 
and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that  the  said 
statements  represented  that  the  article,  when  applied  in  the  strength  and  pro- 
portion as  directed  thereby  ;  would  disinfect  water  for  drinking  purposes ;  would 
disinfect  the  mouth  and  throat;  would  disinfect  the  teeth,  mouth,  false  teeth, 
nose,  cuts,  and  wounds ;  would  destroy  all  bacteria  and  germs  of  all  diseases 
under  practical  conditions  of  application ;  would  effectively  destroy  all  disease 
germs  present  in  the  saliva  and  other  fluids  of  the  throat;  would  be  an  excel- 
lent precautionary  measure  against  contagion ;  would  disinfect  minute  deposits 
of  food  and  other  decaying  material  in  the  mouth  and  would  cleanse  pus  pockets 
in  the  mouth ;  would  disinfect  toothbrushes  and  kill  all  the  germs  on  the 
bristles  of  the  toothbrush ;  would  disinfect  cuts,  wounds,  and  abrasions,  and 
would  prevent  dangerous  infection  of  such  cuts,  wounds,  and  abrasions ;  would 
be  effective  in  the  case  of  all  insect  bites  and  stings;  would  effectively  disin- 
fect the  hands,  would  be  soothing  in  case  of  all  rashes  or  skin  irritation,  and 
would  be  effectve  in  case  of  all  stubborn  skin  troubles ;  would  disinfect  drink- 
ing water  and  would  render  it  safe  for  drinking  purposes ;  would  disinfect 
water  for  drinking  purposes ;  would  disinfect  feeding  bottles ;  would  disinfect 
milk  bottles  and  milk  bowls  and  would  be  effective  against  all  bad  smells  in 
dairies  ;  would  be  effective  in  preventing  the  breeding  of  flies  ;  would  be  effective 
against  bedbugs ;  would  be  a  strong  and  powerful  germicide  for  toilets,  urinals, 
bedpans,  etc. ;  would  destroy  practically  all  bad  smells  completely ;  would  be 
effective  in  the  treatment  of  wounds  and  infected  sores  in  animals ;  would 
disinfect  stables,  cow  barns,  kennels,  and  poultry  houses,  and  would  be  an  ex- 
cellent precaution  against  epidemics  among  animals  or  fowls;  whereas,  in 
fact  and  in  truth,  it  would  not. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  above-quoted  state- 
ments, regarding  the  article,  borne  on  the  said  labels,  were  false  and  mislead- 
ing, and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to 
deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  they  represented  that  the  said 
article  did  embody  an  agent  that  is  stable  and  that  is  one  of  the  most  active 
and  useful  known  to  science,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  the  said  article  did 
not  embody  an  agent  that  is  stable  or  that  is  one  of  the  most  active  and  useful 
known  to  science. 
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Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  certain  statements, 
regarding  the  article,  to  wit, 

"For  air  cleansing  1  tablespoonful  in  1  tumbler.  For  fly  deposit  1  table- 
spoon in  1  tumbler.  For  body  vermin  Full  strength.  For  bed  bugs  Equal 
parts  or  full  strength.  For  bad  smells  2  tablespoons  in  1  pint  or  up  to  full 
strength  if  necessary  " 

borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  said  55.1  centilitre  bottles  and 
to  each  of  certain  of  the  20.4  centilitre  bottles,  were  false  and  misleading  and 
by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  contained  in  the  said  bottles  was  labeled  and 
branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  the  said  statements 
represented  that  the  said  article,  when  applied  in  the  strength  and  proportion 
and  in  the  method  and  manner  as  directed  thereby  would  cleanse  the  air.  would 
be  effective  against  all  deposits  of  flies,  would  be  effective  against  all  body 
vermin,  would  be  effective  against  bedbugs,  and  would  be  effective  against  all 
bad  smells,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  it  would  not. 

On  July  12.  1921.  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture 

746.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  "  Snlco-V.  B."    U.  S.    *    *     *     v.  Cook 
&  Swan  Co.,  a  corporation.     Plea  of  sruilty.     Fine.  $10.     (I.  &  F.  No. 

1061.    Dom.  No.  15270.) 

At  the  October.  1921.  term  of  the  United  States  District  Court  within  and  for 
the  Southern  District  of  New  York,  the  United  States  attorney  for  said  district, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  district  court 
aforesaid  an  information  against  the  Cook  &  Swan  Company,  a  corporation 
New  York.  N.  Y.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Insecti- 
cide Act  of  1910.  on  or  about  May  5,  1919,  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the 
State  of  Connecticut,  of  a  quantity  of  "  Sulco-Y.  B,"  which  was  an  adulterated 
and  misbranded  insecticide  and  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  said  act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  the  statements,  regardng  the  said  article,  to  wit,  u  Fatty  acids  10  per  cent: 
Crude  carbolic  acid  5  per  cent ;  Alkali  10  per  cent :  Inert  ingredients  67  per  cent." 
borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  cans  containing  the  article, 
purported  and  professed  that  the  standard  and  quality  of  the  said  article  were 
such  that  it  contained  fatty  acids  in  the  proportion  of  not  less  than  10  per 
centum,  that  it  contained  crude  carbolic  acid  in  the  proportion  of  not  less  than 
5  per  centum,  that  it  contained  alkali  in  the  proportion  of  not  less  than  10  per 
centum  and  that  it  contained  inert  ingredients,  that  is  to  say,  substances  that 
do  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel  or  mitigate  insects  or  fungi,  in  the  proportion 
of  not  more  than  G7  per  centum,  whereas,  the  strength  and  purity  of  the  said 
article  fell  below  the  professed  standard  and  quality  under  which  it  was  sold, 
in  that,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  no  fatty  acids,  as  such,  were  present  therein,  and 
the  said  article  contained  soap  in  a  lesser  quantity  than  would  be  formed  from 
in  per  centum  of  fatty  acids,  the  said  article  contained  no  carbolic  acid,  and 
no  alkali,  as  such,  was  present  therein  and  the  said  article  contained  less  than 
the  equivalent  of  10  per  centum  of  alkali,  and  it  did  contain  inert  ingredients 
or  substances  in  a  proportion  greater  than  67  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statements.  t<>  wit. 

"Fatty  Acids  10  percent;  Crude  carbolic  acid  5  percent:  Alkali  10  percent; 
Inert  ingredients.  67  percent. 

"Coddling  moth  spray — 1  gallon  of  Sulco-V.  B..  to  3  pounds  of  dry  lead 
arsenate  or  4  to  6  pounds  of  paste  lead  arsenate  to  100  gallons  of  water  in 
large  sprayers;  for  smaller  sprayers   reduce  accordingly.    For  controlling 

*  *  *  mildew  !:  *  *  on  roses  *  *  *  1  pint  of  Sulco-V.  B.  to  3 J  gal- 
Ions  of  water  ;  *  *  *  1  *  oz.  Sulco-V,  B.  to  1  quart  of  water  *  *  *  Suc- 
cess demands  that  yon  spray  thoroughly  and  continue  spraying  until  you  have 
freed  your  trees  and  plants  of    *    *    *    fungi  parasites. 

"For  controlling  Sun  Jose  Scale  and  other  scale  insects  *  *  *  young  Of 
pear  psylla.  aphis.  *  *  J  rod  bug.  onion  thrip*.  *  *  *  if  the  infestation 
of  scale  and  onion  thrips  is  severe  make  solution  1  to  20  in  large  Sprayer 

*  *  *.  For  controlling  celery  and  rose  thrips.  cabbage  and  cauliflower  lice, 
green,  black  and  white  fly  larva.  *  *  *  mealy  bug,  green  and  rosy  aphis 
on  rose  bushes,  etc.    *    *    *    Success  demands  that  you  spray  thoroughly  and 
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continue  spraying  until  you  have  freed  your  trees  and  plants  of  insect  pests 

*    *    ^ »» 

borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  cans  containing  the  said  article, 
were  false  and  misleading,  and  by  reason  of  the  said  statements  the  article  was 
labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that  they 
represented  that  the  said  article  contained  fatty  acids  in  the  proportion  of  not 
less  than  10  per  centum,  that  it  contained  crude  carbolic  acid  in  the  proportion 
of  not  less  than  5  per  centum,  that  it  contained  alkali  in  the  proportion  of  not 
less  than  10  per  centum,  and  that  it  contained  inert  ingredients — that  is  to  say, 
substances  that  do  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects  or  fungi — 
in  the  proportion  of  not  more  than  67  per  centum,  and  that  the  said  article, 
when  used  as  directed,  could  be  safely  and  efficiently  used  for  the  coddling-moth 
spray,  that  it  would  control  mildew  of  roses,  that  it  would  be  an  effective  remedy 
against  all  fungi  parasites  that  infest  trees  and  plants,  and  that  it  would 
be  an  effective  remedy  against  San  Jose  scale,  and  other  scale  insects, 
young  of  pear  psylla,  aphis,  red  bug,  all  scales,  all  onion  thrips,  celery 
and  rose  thrips,  cabbage  and  cauliflower  lice,  green,  black,  and  white  fly  larvae, 
mealy  bug,  green  and  rosy  aphis  on  rose  bushes,  and  all  insect  pests  on  trees  and 
plants,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth,  no  fatty  acids  as  such  were  present  in 
the  said  article,  and  it  contained  soap  in  a  lesser  quantity  than  would  be  formed 
from  10  per  centum  of  fatty  acids ;  the  said  article  contained  no  carbolic  acids, 
no  alkali  as  such  was  present  therein,  and  it  did  contain  less  than  the  equivalent 
of  10  per  centum  of  alkali,  and  it  contained  inert  ingredients  in  a  proportion 
greater  than  67  per  centum,  and  the  said  article,  when  used  as  directed  for  the 
coddling-moth  spray  on  apple  trees,  would  cause  serious  injury  to  such  trees ; 
it  would  not  control  mildew  of  roses  and  would  not  be  an  effective  remedy 
against  all  fungi  parasites  that  infest  trees  or  plants,  and  the  said  article,  when 
used  as  directed,  would  not  be  an  effective  remedy  against  the  San  Jose  scale  and 
other  scale  insects,  young  of  pear  psylla,  aphis,  red  bug,  all  scales,  all  onion 
thrips,  celery  and  rose  thrips,  cabbage  and  cauliflower  lice,  green  black,  and 
white  fly  larvae,  mealy  bug,  green  and  rosy  aphis  on  rose  bushes,  or  all  insect 
pests  on  trees  and  plants. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  consisted 
partially  of  inert  substances — that  is  to  say,  substances  other  than  sodium 
phiosulphate,  sodium  poly  sulphide,  and  soap — which  said  inert  substances  do  not 
prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects  or  fungi,  and  the  name  and  percentage 
amount  of  each  and  every  one  of  the  said  inert  ingredients  so  present  therein 
were  not  stated  plainly  and  correctly  on  each  or  any  label  affixed  to  each  or  any 
of  the  cans  containing  the  said  article,  nor.  in  lieu  thereof,  were  the  names  and 
percentage  amounts  of  each  and  every  substance  or  ingredient  of  the  said  article 
having  insecticidal  or  fungicidal  properties,  and  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert 
substances  or  ingredients  so  present  therein  stated  plainly  and  correctly  on  each 
or  any  label  affixed  to  each  or  any  of  the  said  cans. 

On  October  10,  1921,  a  plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $10. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

747.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  "  Sulco-V.  B."  U.  S.  *  *  *  v.  408 
Cans  of  "  Snlco— V.  B."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 
and  destruction.     (I.  &  F.  No.  1066.    S.  No.  109.) 

On  July  18,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
chusetts, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a  libel  praying  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  of  408  cans  of  "  Sulco-V.  B."  It  was  alleged  in  the  libel 
that  the  article  was  contained  in  300  pint  cans,  88  quart  cans,  and  20  gallon 
cans ;  that  it  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  May  17.  1920,  by  Cook  &  Swan 
Company,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State 
of  Massachusetts,  and  that  having  been  so  transported  it  remained  unsold  in 
the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Boston,  Mass.,  and  that  it  was  an  adulterated 
and  misbranded  insecticide  and  fungicide  within  the  meaning  of  the  Insecticide 
Act  of  1910. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  the 
statements  regarding  the  article,  to  wit,  "  Fish  Oil  10%.  Alkali  10%.  Crude 
Carbolic  Acid  5%.  Inert  Ingredients  67%,"  borne  on  each  of  the  labels  af- 
fixed to  each  of  the  cans  containing  the  said  article,  purported  and  professed 
that  the  standard  and  quality  thereof  were  such  that  it  contained  fish  oil 
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in  the  proportion  of  not  less  than  10  per  centum,  and  crude  carbolic  acid  in 
the  proportion  of  not  less  than  5  per  centum,  that  it  contained  not  less  than 
the  equivalent  of  10  per  centum  of  alkali,  and  that  it  contained  inert  ingredients, 
that  is  to  say,  substances  that  do  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  in- 
sects or  fungi,  in  the  proportion  of  not  more  than  67  per  centum,  whereas,  the 
strength  and  purity  of  the  said  article  fell  below  the  said  professed  standard 
and  quality  under  which  it  was  sold  in  that,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  it  did  not 
contain  any  fish  oil.  as  such,  and  did  contain  less  soap  than  would  be  formed 
from  fish  oil  equal  in  quantity  to  10  per  centum  of  the  said  article,  it  contained 
crude  carbolic  acid  in  a  proportion  less  than  5  per  centum,  contained  less  than 
the  equivalent  of  10  per  centum  of  alkali,  and  contained  inert  ingredients  in 
a  proportion  greater  than  67  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  above  quoted  statements 
regarding  the  article,  borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels,  were  false  and  mis- 
leading, and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so 
as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  the  said  statements  repre- 
sented that  the  article  contained  fish  oil  in  the  proportion  of  not  less  than 
10  per  centum,  and  crude  carbolic  acid  in  the  proportion  of  not  less  than  5  per 
centum,  and  that  it  contained  not  less  than  the  equivalent  of  10  per  centum 
of  alkali  and  contained  inert  ingredients,  that  is  to  say.  substances  that  do 
not  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects  or  fungi,  in  the  proportion  of 
not  more  than  67  per  centum,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  the  article  did  not 
contain  any  fish  oil.  as  such,  and  contained  less  soap  than  would  be  formed 
from  fish  oil  equal  in  quantity  to  10  per  centum  of  the  said  article,  contained 
crude  carbolic  acid  in  a  proportion  less  than  5  per  centum,  contained  less 
than  the  equivalent  of  10  i>er  centum  of  alkali,  and  contained  inert  ingredients 
in  a  proportion  greater  than  67  per  centum. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  for  the  further  reason  that  certain 
statements,  regarding  the  article,  to  wit : 

"  Success  demands  that  you  spray  thoroughly  and  continue  spraying  until 
you  have  freed  your  trees  and  plants  of  insect  pests  and  fungus  parasites. 

*  *  *  Snlco-V.  P>.  Controls  Scale  inserts  and  many  species  of  plant  lice  and 
fungus  diseases  on  trees  and  tender  plants,  also  lice  mites  and  ticks  on  poultry 
and  animals.  *  *  *  A  contact  insecticide  for  destroying  poultry  and  cattle 
lire,  mites,  sheep  ticks,  fleas  on  dogs.  etc.  Kills  the  pests.  Heals  the  wounds." 
borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels,  together  with  the  statements,  to  wit.  "  Sulco— V. 
P».  Kills  scale  insects,  fungus  diseases,  lice,  thrips.  ticks,  so  they  stay  dead 
on  trees,  plants,  poultry,  animals."  borne  on  the  tin  posters  packed  and  shipped 
with  the  said  article,  were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  of  the  said 
statements  the  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mis- 
lend  the  purchaser,  in  that  they  represented  and  professed  that  the  article, 
when  used  as  directed,  was  an  effective  remedy  against  all  insect  pests  and 
fungus  parasites  that  infest  trees  and  plants,  was  an  effective  remedy  against 
all  scale  insects,  many  species  of  plant  lice  and  mites  on  poultry.  was  effective 
in  controlling  lice  and  all  types  and  varieties  of  ticks  on.  and  all  types  and 
varieties  of  mites  that  infest  animals,  was  an  effective  remedy  against  poultry 
mites  and  fleas  on  dogs,  would  destroy  all  types  and  varieties  of  cattle  lice 
and  mites,  would  be  effective  against  all  insects  indicated  by  the  termination. 
"  etc.."  would  heal  the  wounds  on  poultry,  cattle,  sheep,  and  dogs,  and  would 
he  effective  against  lice  on  animals,  would  be  effective  in  killing  all  types 
and  varieties  of  ticks  on  animals,  and  would  be  effective  against  all  fungus 
diseases  that  affect  animals,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  the  said  article, 
when  used  as  directed,  would  not  be  effective  for  the  purposes  for  which  it 
was  recommended  by  the  said  statements. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  with  respect  to  the  900  pint  cans  and 
the  S3  quart  cans  of  the  said  article,  for  the  further  reason  that  certain 
statements,  regarding  the  said  article,  to  wit. 

4i  For  controlling  plant  lice  and  fungus  on  tender  plants  dilute  1  pint  <>f 
Snlco-V.  B.  in  3  1/2  gallons  of  water.  1  1/2  oz.  Sulco-V.  B.  in  1  quart  of  water. 

*  *  *  A  combined  contact  insecticide  and  fungicide.  For  use  in  the  garden, 
greenhouse,  vineyard  and  citrus  grove.  *  *  *  For  controlling  San  Jose 
scale,  and  other  scale  insects,  eggs  and  young  of  plant  lice  on  fruit  trees  and 
rose  bushes,  etc." 

borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  said  cans,  were  false  and  mis- 
leading and  by  reason  of  the  said  statements  the  said  article  was  labeled  and 
branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that  they  represented  and 
professed  that  the  said  article,  when  used  as  directed,  would  be  an  effective 
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remedy  against  plant  lice,  would  control  all  fungi  on  tender  plants,  could  be 
used  for  the  control  of  all  diseases  which  are  controllable  by  fungicides,  in  the 
garden,  greenhouse,  vineyard,  orchard,  and  citrus  grove,  and  would  be  an 
effective  remedy  against  San  Jose  scale,  all  other  scale  insects  and  the  young 
of  plant  lice  on  fruit  trees  and  rose  bushes,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth,  the 
said  article,  when  used  as  directed  would  not  be  effective  for  the  purposes  for 
which  it  was  recommended  by  the  said  statements. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  substance  with  respect  to  the  20  gallon  cans  of 
the  article,  for  the  further  reason  that  certain  statements,  to  wit : 

"  Codling  Moth  Spray.  1  Gallon  Sulco-V.  B. — 2  lbs.  high  grade  dry  lead 
arsenate  or  4  lbs.  paste  lead  arsenate  to  100  gallons  of  water.  For  smaller 
sprayer  reduce  accordingly.  For  controlling  celery  and  rose  thrips,  cabbage 
and  cauliflower  lice,  red  spider,  mealy  bug,  green  lice  on  rose  bushes,  rosy  aphis 
on  fruit,  etc.,  smut,  mildew  and  rust  on  violets,  roses  and  carnations,  washing 
palms,  rubber  plants,  etc.  1  pint  of  Sulco-V.  B.  in  3£  gallons  of  water,  1£  oz. 
Sulco-V.  B.  in  1  quart  of  water.  For  controlling  San  Jose  scale  and  other  scale 
insects,  eggs  and  young  of  pear  psylla,  aphis,  leaf  blister,  mites,  red  bug,  pear 
thrips,  white  fly,  also  onion  thrips  and  many  species  of  fungi.  *  *  *  Dilute 
1  pint  of  Sulco-V.  B.  to  3  gallons  of  water  in  compressed  air  sprayer,  dilute  2 
oz.  of  Sulco-V.  B.  in  1  quart  of  water  in  hand  sprayer.  If  infestation  of  scale 
or  onion  thrips  is  severe  repeat  in  one  week  in  order  to  be  sure  of  hitting  all 
the  insects.  *  *  *  Cattle  lice  1  to  20  repeat  in  one  week." 
borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  said  20'  cans,  were  false  and 
misleading  and  by  reason  of  the  said  statements  the  article  was  labeled  and 
branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that  they  represented 
and  professed  that  the  article,  when  used  as  directed  could  be  safely  and  effi- 
ciently used  for  the  codling  moth  spray,  would  control  smut,  rust  on  violets, 
roses  and  carnations,  and  mildew  on  roses,  would  be  an  effective  remedy  against 
San  Jose  scale  and  all  other  scale  insects,  the  young  of  pear  psylla,  aphis,  pear 
thrips,  red  bug,  white  fly,  onion  thrips,  celery  thrips,  rose  thrips,  cabbage  and 
cauliflower  lice,  mealy  bug,  green  lice  on  rose  bushes,  and  rosy  aphis  on  fruit 
trees,  and  would  be  an  effective  remedy  against  cattle  lice,  whereas  in  fact  and 
in  truth,  the  said  article,  when  used  as  directed  would  not  be  effective  for  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  recommended  by  the  said  statements. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  contained  in 
all  of  the  408  cans  consisted  partially  of  inert  substances,  that  is  to  say,  sub- 
stances other  than  sodium  polysulphide,  sodium  thiosulphate,  phenols  and  soap, 
which  said  inert  substances  do  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects 
or  fungi,  and  the  name  and  percentage  amount  of  each  and  every  one  of  the 
inert  substances  so  present  in  the  said  article  were  not  stated  plainly  and  cor- 
rectly on  each  or  any  label  affixed  to  each  or  any  of  the  cans  containing  the 
article,  nor  in  lieu  thereof  were  the  names  and  percentage  amounts  of  each  and 
every  substance  or  ingredient  of  the  said  article  having  insecticidal  or  fungicidal 
properties,  and  the  total  percentage  of  the  said  inert  substances  so  present 
therein  stated  plainly  and  correctly  on  each  or  any  label  affixed  to  each  or  any 
of  the  cans  containing  the  said  article. 

On  November  14,  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

748.  Adulteration  and  misbi'anding-  of  "  Glidden  Dry  Powdered  Arsenate 
of  Calcium."  IT.  S.  *  *  *  v.  200  Cartons  of  "  Glidden  Dry  Pow- 
dered Arsenate  of  Calcium."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  for- 
feiture, and  sale.    (I.  &  F.  No.  1081.    S.  No.  124.) 

On  August  22,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachu- 
setts, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a  libel  praying  the  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  of  200  cartons  of  "  Glidden  Dry  Powdered  Arsenate  of  Calcium." 
It  was  alleged  in  the  libel  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  March 
5,  1921,  by  The  Glidden  Company,  Reading,  Pa.,  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania 
into  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  and  that  having  been  so  transported  it  re- 
mained unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Boston,  Mass.,  and  that  it 
was  an  adulterated  and  misbranded  insecticide  within  the  meaning  of  the  In- 
secticide Act  of  1910. 
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Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  the 
statements,  regarding  the  article,  to  wit. 

Active  Ingredients,  Calcium  Arsenate  (not  less  than)   71.0% 

Inert  Ingredients  (not  more  than)   29.0'' 

Total  Arsenic  (as  metallic)  (not  less  than)   27.  39c 

Arsenic  Oxide  (As205)  (not  less  than)   42.0% 

borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  cartons  containing  the  said 
article,  purported  and  professed  that  the  standard  and  quality  of  the  article 
were  such  that  it  contained  calcium  arsenate  in  a  proportion  of  not  less  than 
71  per  centum,  that  it  contained  inert  ingredients,  that  is  to  say,  substances 
which  do  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel,  or  mitigate  insects,  in  a  proportion  of  not 
more  than  29  per  centum,  that  it  contained  total  arsenic,  equivalent  to  and  ex- 
pressed as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  of  not  less  than  27.3  per  centum  and 
that  it  contained  arsenic  oxide  (As205)  in  a  proportion  of  not  less  than  42  per 
centum,  whereas  the  strength  and  purity  Of  the  said  article  fell  below  the  said 
professed  standard  and  quality  under  which  it  was  sold,  in  that,  in  fact  and  in 
truth,  it  contained  calcium  arsenate  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  71  per  centum 
and  inert  ingredients,  in  a  proportion  greater  than  29  per  centum,  and  in  that 
it  contained  total  arsenic,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a 
proportion  of  less  than  27.3  per  centum  and  arsenic  oxide  in  a  proportion  of  less 
than  42  per  centum. 

Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statements  regarding 
the  article,  to  wit,  "  Dry  Powdered  Arsenate  of  Calcium  Containing  other  cal- 
cium compounds.  *  *  *  borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels  represented  and 
professed  that  the  said  article  consisted  entirely  of  arsenate  of  calcium  and 
other  calcium  compounds,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  it  did  not  consist 
entirely  of  arsenate  of  calcium  and  other  calcium  compounds,  but  other  sub- 
stances, to  wit,  lead  arsenate  and  compounds  of  copper  and  magnesium,  had  been 
substituted  in  part  for  the  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  above  quoted  statements, 
regarding  the  article,  borne  on  each  of  the  labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  said 
cartons,  were  false  and  misleading,  and  by  reason  of  the  said  statements  the 
article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in 
that  they  represented  and  professed  that  the  said  article  contained  calcium 
arsenate  in  a  proportion  of  not  less  than  71  per  centum  and  that  it  contained 
inert  ingredients,  that  is  to  say,  substances  which  do  not  prevent,  destroy,  repel, 
or  mitigate  insects,  in  a  proportion  of  not  more  than  29  per  centum,  and  that  it 
contained  total  arsenic,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a 
proportion  of  not  less  than  27.3  per  centum,  and  arsenic  oxide  (As:05)  in  a 
proportion  of  not  less  than  42  per  centum,  and  that  it  was  arsenate  of  calcium 
containing  other  calcium  compounds,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  the  said 
article  contained  calcium  arsenate  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  71  per  centum 
and  inert  ingredients  in  a  proportion  greater  than  29  per  centum,  it  contained 
total  arsenic,  equivalent  to  and  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion 
of  less  than  27.3  per  cent  inn  and  arsenic  oxide  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  42 
per  centum,  and  the  said  article  was  do1  arsenate  ot  calcium  containing  other 
calcium  compounds,  but  did  consist  of  arsenate  of  calcium,  other  calcium  coin- 
pounds,  lead  arsenate,  and  compounds  of  copper  and  magnesium. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statement,  regarding 
the  article,  to  wit.  "Arsenic  in  water  soluble  form  (as  metallic)  (not  more  than) 
1.0%,"  borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels  was  false  and  misleading,  and  by  reason 
of  the  said  statement  the  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and 
mislead  the  purchaser  in  that  it  represented  that  the  article  contained  arsenic 
in  water  soluble  form,  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic,  in  a  proportion  ol  QOl  more 
than  one  per  centum,  whereas,  in  tad  and  in  truth,  the  said  article  contained 
arsenic  in  water  soluble  form,  expressed  as  metallic  arsenic  in  a  proportkWl 
greater  than  one  per  centum. 

On  November  14.  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judge- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  WftS  entered  and  ii  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  should  be  Bold  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

( \Y.  I'nsiKV,  Art  inn  SeCTi  turn  of  Anr'uultur*  . 
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749.  Adulteration  and  misbranding-  of  "  Glidden  Dry  Powdered  Arsenate 
of  Lead."  U.  S.  *  *  *  v.  The  Glidden  Company.  Plea  of  nolo 
contendere.    Fine,  $50  and  costs.    (I.  &  F.  No.  874.    Dom.  No.  14411.) 

On  April  27,  1920,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  The  Glidden 
Company,  a  corporation,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleging  shipment  by  said  company,  in 
violation  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910,  on  or  about  February  3,  1919,  from  the 
State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  Texas,  of  a  quantity  of  "  Glidden  Dry  Powdered 
Arsenate  of  Lead  "  which  was  an  adulterated  and  misbranded  insecticide  within 
the  meaning  of  said  act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  statements  regarding  the  article  borne  and  printed  on  each  of  the  labels 
affixed  to  each  of  the  cartons  containing  the  said  article,  to  wit,  "  Glidden  Dry 
Powdered  Arsenate  of  Lead  For  Spraying  and  Dusting  Active  Ingredients 
Arsenate  of  Lead  (not  less  than  90.0%  "  purported  and  professed  that  the  stand- 
ard and  quality  of  the  said  article  were  such  that  it  contained  arsenate  of  lead 
in  a  proportion  not  less  than  98  per  centum,  and  that  the  said  article  was  arse- 
nate of  lead,  whereas  the  strength  and  purity  of  the  said  article  fell  below  the 
professed  standard  and  quality  under  which  it  was  sold  in  that  in  fact  and  in 
truth  the  said  article  did  contain  arsenate  of  lead  in  a  proportion  less  than  98 
per  centum,  and  the  said  article  was  not  arsenate  of  lead,  but  certain  substances 
other  than  arsenate  of  lead,  to  wit,  calcium  arsenate  and  certain  other  compounds 
of  calcium,  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  arsenate  of  lead. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  above  quoted  statements 
regarding  the  article  borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels  were  false  and  misleading 
and  by  reason  of  the  said  statements  the  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as 
to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that  they  represented  that  the  said 
article  was  arsenate  of  lead,  whereas  in  fact  and,  in  truth  it  was  not  arsenate  of 
lead,  but  was  composed  of  arsenate  of  lead,  calcium,  arsenate,  and  certain  other 
compounds  of  calcium.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that 
the  above  quoted  statements  regarding  the  article  borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels 
were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  thereof  the  said  article  was  labeled 
and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser,  in  that  the  said  state- 
ments represented  that  the  article  contained  arsenate  of  lead  in  a  proportion 
of  not  less  than  98  per  centum  thereof,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth  it  contained 
arsenate  of  lead  in  a  proportion  of  less  than  98  per  centum  of  the  said  article. 

On  September  17.  1920,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the  information  was  en- 
tered on  behalf  of  the  defendant  company,  and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50 
and  costs. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

750.  Adnlteration    and   misbranding-,  of   "  Expiro   Brand    Insect  Powder." 

5  .  S.  *  *  *  v.  672,  more  or  less,  Packages  of  "  Expiro  Brand 
Insect  Powder."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and 
destruction.     (I.  &  F.  No.  1067.    Dom.  No.  16407.    S.  No.  110.) 

On  July  18,  1921,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  act- 
ing upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  district  aforesaid  holding  a  district  court,  a  libel  praying  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  of  672,  more  or  less,  packages  of  "  Expiro  Brand  Insect  Powder." 
It  was  alleged  in  the  libel  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the  Blackstone 
Manufacturing  Company,  Newark,  N.  J.,  on  or  about  April  4,  192,1,  from  the 
State  of  New  Jersey  into  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  that  having  been  so 
transported  it  remained  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Washing- 
ton. D.  C,  and  that  it  was  an  adulterated  and  misbranded  insecticide  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Insecticide  Act  of  1910. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  certain 
words  regarding  the  said  article,  to  wit,  "  Insect  Powder,"  borne  on  each  of  the 
labels  affixed  to  each  of  the  packages  containing  the  said  article  purported  and 
professed  that  the  standard  and  quality  thereof  were  such  that  the  said  article 
consisted  of  insect  powder,  to  wit,  powdered  pyrethrum  flower  tissues,  whereas 
the  strength  and  purity  of  the  said  article  fell  jelow  the  professed  standard 
and  quality  under  which  it  was  sold,  in  that  in  fact  and  in  truth  it  did  not  con- 
sist of  insect  powder,  to  wit,  powdered  pyrethrum  flower  tissues,  but  did  consist 
of  a  mixture  of  insect  powder  and  borax.  Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  fur- 
ther reason  thnt  tht^  *;iid  words,  to  wit,  "  Insect  Powder"  borne  on  each  of  the 
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said  labels  represented  Thar  the  article  consisted  of  insect  powder,  to  wit. 
powdered  pyrethruin  flower  tissues,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth  another  sub- 
stance, to  wit,  borax  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  words  and  statements  re- 
garding the  said  article,  to  wit. 

Insect  Powder  *  *  *  Useful  for  exterminating  Roaches  Bed  bugs,  lice 
on  fowls,  moth,  fleas,  pests,  mosquitoes  flies,  ants  and  many  other  insects," 
borne  on  each  of  the  said  labels  were  false  and  misleading  and  by  reason  thereof 
the  said  article  was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  pur- 
chaser in  that  they  represented  and  professed  that  the  said  article  consisted 
of  insect  powder,  to  wit,  powdered  pyrethrum  flower  tissues,  and  that  when  used 
as  directed  it  would  be  effective  against  all  pests,  and  that  the  extermination  of 
roaches,  bed  bugs,  lice  on  fowls,  moths,  fleas,  pests,  mosquitoes,  flies,  and  ants 
would  be  assured,  whereas  in  fact  and  in  truth  the  said  article  did  not  consist  of 
insect  powder,  to  wit,  powdered  pyrethrum  flower  tissues,  but  did  consist  of  a 
mixture  of  insect  powder  and  borax,  and  when  used  as  directed  it  would  not  be 
effective  against  all  pests,  and  the  extermination  of  roaches,  bed  bugs,  lice  on 
fowls,  moths,  flies,  pests,  mosquitoes,  flies,  and  ants  would  not  be  assured. 

On  October  3.  1921,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

C.  W.  Pugsley,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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